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PART  I: 

MEAT  IMPORTS 

Presidential  proclamation  limiting  importation . 

MARINE  MAMMAL  PROTECTION 

Commerce/NOAA  proposes  regulations  controlling  inci¬ 
dental  taking  of  porpoises  and  .small  whales  during  yellow 
firtpurse  seine  operations;  hearing  on  11-15-76 . 

TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

National  Communications  System  announces  proposerf 
Federal  standards  for  data  communications  interfaces.... 


45015 


PESTICIDES 

EPA  proposes  exemptions  for  certain  inert  ingredients; 
comments  by  11-15-76 . . .  45029 

SELF  REGULATORY  ORGANIZATIONS 
SEC  issues  notice  of  proposed  amendment  by  NASO  to 
permit  assessment  of  fees  to  reflect  member  firm’s 
participation  in  municipal  securities  transactions  . .  45074 

FINANCIAL  REPORTING 

SEC  proposes  amendment  or  elimination  of  requirement 
for  disclosure  of  certain  replacement  cost  data;  com¬ 
ments  by  11-12-76 .  45030 

ETHNIC  HERITAGE  STUDIES  PROGRAM 

HEW/OE  announces  closing  date  for  receipt  of 
applications . .  45038 

CHARTER  FLIGHT  OPERATIONS 

CAB  proposes  off-route  limitations  and  amendment  of 
"North  American  Charters”  definition  and  considers 
future  regulatory  actions  (3  documents);  comments  by 
1 1-29-76 .  45021,  45024,  45028 

AIRCRAFT  INCIDENT  REPORT 

NTSB  announces  availability  of  report,  recommendations 
and  responses  relating  to  near  collision  of  Hughes  Air- 
west  and  Northwvest  Airlines  flights  over  Spokane, 

Wash  . 45073 


EAST  COAST  RESIDUAL  FUEL  OIL  MARKET 

FEA  announces  11-3-76  hearing  and  opportunity  for 
public  comnrent  on  effect  of  recent  actions . 


45045 


VETERANS  BENEFITS 

VA  proposes  procedure  for  recoupment  of  severance  pay; 
comments  by  11-15-76 . 


45031 


CONTINUED  IN$IDE 


reminders 

(The  items  in  this  list  were  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Federai.  Register  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no  legal 
significance.  Since  this  list  is  Intended  as  a  reminder,  it  does  not  include  efifective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 


DOT/CG — Periodic  tests  and  inspection; 

tailshaft .  38771;  9-13-76 

FAA — ^Armstrong  Whitworth  Argosy 
Model  AW  650  Series  101  airplanes. 

43132;  9-30-76 


Standard  Instrument  Approach .  Pro¬ 
cedures;  various  states....  37101; 

9-2-76 


List  of  Public  Laws 


Note: -No  public  bills  which  have  become 
law  were  received  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register  for  inclusion  in  today’s  List  of 
Public  Laws. 


AGENCY  PUBLICATION  ON  ASSIGNED  DAYS  OF  THE  WEEK 


The  six-month  trial  period  ended  August  6.  The  program  is  being  continued  on  a  voluntary  basis  (see  OFR 
notice,  41  FR  32914,  August  6,  1976).  The  following  agencies  have  agreed  to  remain  in  the  program: 


Monday 

Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Friday 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/ FAA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/ FAA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/OHMO 

CSC 

DOT/OHMO 

CSC 

DOT/OPSO 

LABOR 

DOT/OPSO 

LABOR 

HEW/ FDA 

• 

HEW/ FDA 

Documents  normally  scheduled  on  a  day  that  will  be  a  Federal  holiday  will  be  published  the  next  work  day 
following  the  holiday. 

Comments  on  this  program  are  still  invited.  Comments  should  be  submitted  to  the  Day-of-the-Week  Program 
Coordinator,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408. 


ATTENTION:  For  questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  please  see  the  list  of  telephone  numbers 
appearing  on  opposite  page. 


PubllshBd  daily,  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (49  Stat.  600,  as  amended;  44  UJ3.C., 
Ch.  15)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 
is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 


The  Federal  Register  provides  a  imiform  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  interest.  Documents  are  on  file  for  public  inspection  in  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  the  day  before 
they  are  published,  unless  earlier  filing  is  requested  by  the  isShlng  agency. 


The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mail  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $5.00  per  month  or  $50  per  year,  payable 
in  advance.  The  charge  for  individual  copies  is  75  cents  for  each  issue,  or  76  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  boimd. 
Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  n.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
D.C.  20402. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republication  of  material  appearing  in  the  Federal  Register. 
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INFORMATION  AND  ASSISTANCE 

Questions  and  requests  for  specific  information  ma/  be  directed  .to  the  following  numbers.  General  inquiries 


may  be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5240. 

FEDERAL  REGISTER,  Daily  Issue: 

Subscriptions  and  distribution .  202-783-3238 

“Dial  -  a  -  Regulatiorr”  (recorded  202-523-5022 
summary  of  highlighted  docu¬ 
ments  appearing  in  next  day’s  j 

issue).  I 

Scheduling  of  documents  for  523-5220  i 

publication. 

Copies  of  documents  appearing  in  523-5215 

this  issue. 

Corrections .  .  — .  523-5286 

Public  Inspection  Desk .  523-5215 

Finding  Aids  .  523-5227 

Public  Briefings:  “How  To  Use  the  523-5282 

Federal  Register.” 

Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR)..  523-5266 

Finding  Aids  523-5227 


PRESIDENTIAL  PAPERS: 

Executive  Orders  and  Proclama-  523-5233 

tions. 

Weekly  Compilation  of  Presidential  523-5235 

Documents. 

Public  Papers  of  the  Presidents....  523-5235 

Index..  . . 523-5235 

PUBLIC  LAWS: 

Public  Law  dates  and  numbers  .  523-5237 

Slip  Laws .  523-5237 

U.S.  Statutes  at  Large  .  523-5237 

Index  . 523-5237 

U.S.  Government  Manual .  523-5230 

Automation  .  .  . .  523-5240 

Special  Projects .  523-5240 


CONTROLLED  SUBSTANCES 

Justice/DEA  announces  final  1976  aggregate  production 
quota  for  Dihydrocodeine  . . .  45035 

MELAMINE  IN  CRYSTAL  FORM  FROM  JAPAN 

ITC.  announces  injury  investigation  and  11-9-76 
hearing  .  . .  45062 

OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 

HEW/PHS  establishes  procedures  for  investigation  of 
workplaces;  effective  11-15-76  45002 

UHF  TRANSLATOR  UCENSEES 

FCC  issues  notice  relating  to  acceptance  of  political 
advertising  . 45043 

MEAT  GRADING  AND  ACCEPTANCE  SERVICE 
FEES 

USDA/AMS  updates  regulations;  effective  10-24—76  45014 

WATER-COOLED  NUCLEAR  POWER  PLANTS 

NRC  issues  guide  on  packaging,  shipping,  storage  and 
handling  of  components  and  other  items  .  45071 

PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 

NRC  establishes  procedures  for  disclosure  of  medical 

records;  effective  10-14-76  . 44997 

HEW  publishes  notice  of  systems  of  records .  45039 

MEETINGS— 

Commerce/NBS:  Center  for  Building  Technology  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee,  10-29-76 .  45037 

DOD:  Wage  Committee,  12-7  through  12-28-76 

inclusive  .  45034 

FCC:  WARC  Industry  Advisory  Committee,  11-1-76  ...  45044 

FEA:  Coal  Industry  Advisory  Committee,  11-4-76 .  45045 

HEW:  Rights  and  Responsibilities  of  Women  Advisory 
Committee,  11-9  through  11-12-76  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  . 45042 

AOAMHA^  Advisory  Committee,  11—4  and  11-5-76..  45038 
Interior/Mines  Bureau:  Coal  Mine  Safety  Research 
Advisory  Committee,  11-1-76  45035 


National  Advisory  Council  on  Economic  Opportunity, 

11-19-76 . .  45062 

Agency  Operations  Committee,  11-17  and 

11-18-76  .  45062 

Legislation  Committee,  11-18-76 . 45062 

National  Endowment  for  the  Humanities:  Research 
Grants  Panel  Advisory  Committee,  11-15  through 

11-29-76  inclusive  (3  documents) . 45066,  45067 

National  Science  Foundation:  Molecular  Biology  Ad¬ 
visory  Panel,  11-1  and  11-2-76 .  45072 

State  Department:  Shipping  Coordinating  Committee, 

Subcommittee  on  Life  at  Sea,  11-9-76 .  45033 

Transportation /FAA:  Radio  Technical  Commission  for 

Aeronautics,  11-3-76  45042 

PART  II: 

HOUSING  ASSISTANCE  PAYMENTS  PROGRAM 

HUD  adopts  final  rule  on  substantial  rehabilitatioh; 
effective  11-12-76 . 45119 

PART  Hi: 

FEDERAL  ELECTIONS 

FEC  publishes  listing  of  recent  advisory  opinion  requests.  45123 

PART  IV: 

LOCAL  PUBUC  WORKS  CAPITAL  DEVELOPMENT 
AND  INVESTMENT  PROGRAM 

Commerce/EDA  amends  implementation  regulations; 
effective  10-14-76 .  • . . .  45127 

PART  V:  / 

PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 

PS  publishes  annual  notice  of  systems  of  records  .  ..  45131 
PART  VI: 

PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974  "" 

Treasury  publishes  annual  notice  of  systems  of  records..  45163 
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THE  PRESIDENT 

Meat  imports;  limitation _  44995 

EXECUTIVE  AGENCIE^ 

AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 


Rules 

Meat  grading: 

Pees _  45014 

Oranges,  Valencia,  grown  in  Arie. 
and  Calif _  45014“ 

Notices 

Peaches,  fresh,  grown  in  Ga _  45036 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice;  Forest  Service. 

ALCOHOL.  DRUG  ABUSE,  AND  MENTAL 
HEALTH  ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Scientific  Counselors  Board _  45038 

ALCOHOL,  TOBACCO  AND  FIREARMS 
BUREAU 

Notices 

Firearms;  granting  of  relief -  45033 

ARTS  AND  HUMANITIES,  NATIONAL 
FOUNDATION 

Notices  / 

Meetings: 

Research  Grants  Panel  Advisory 
Committee  (3  documents)  __  45066, 

45067 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Proposed  Rules 
Charters: 

Advance  booking,  overseas  mili¬ 
tary  personnel,  travel  group, 
etc.;  general  operations  and 
licensing  of  charter  operators.  45024 
Travel  group  and  one-stop  In¬ 
clusive  tours;  definition  of 
“North  American  charters”.  _  45028 
Trips  and  special  services;  off- 


route  restrictions _  45021 

Notices 
Hearings,  etc. 

Eastern  Air  Lines.  Inc _  45043 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Economic  Development  Ad¬ 
ministration;  National  Bureau  of 
Standards;  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration. 

CUSTOMS  SERVICE 
Proposed  Rules 

Organization  and  fimetions;  field 
organization;  ports  of  entry, 
etc.:  V 

Grand  Rapids,  Mich - 1 -  45015 


contents 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Wage  Committee -  45034 

•  \ 

DRUG  ENFORCEMENT  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Schedules  of  controlled  sub¬ 
stances: 

Dihydrocodeine;  final  aggregate 
production  quota _  45035 

ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Local  public  works  capital  devel¬ 
opment  and  investoent  pro¬ 


gram  _ ; _ 45127 

ECONOMIC  OPPORTUNITY, 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL 

Notices 

Meetings  (3  documents) _  45062 


EDUCATION  OFFICE 

Notices 

Applications  and  proposals,  clos¬ 
ing  dates : 

Ethnic  heritage  studies  pro¬ 
gram  _  45038 

ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND  DEVELOPMENT 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Shippingport  Atomic  Power  Sta¬ 
tion;  trespassing,  prohibition.  45043 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Proposed  Rules 

Pesticide  chemicals  in  or  on  raw 
agricultural  commodities;  tol¬ 
erances  and  exemptions,  etc.: 

Inert  ingredients  in  pesticide 
formulations,  certain _  45029 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 


Rules 

Airworthiness  directives: 

Mitsubishi _  44997 

Semco,  etal _  44997 

Sikorsky  _  44998 

Transition  areas  (2  documents).  44998 

Proposed  Rules 
Airworthiness  directives: 

Pratt  &  Whitney _  45020 

Technical  standard  order  authori¬ 
zations: 

Airborne  Omega  '  receiving 
equipment _  45019 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Radio  Technical  Commission 
for  Aeronautics _  45042 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Rules 

Experimental  nonbroadcast  radio 
services: 

Station  authorizations,  new  or 
modified.  (FCC  Form  442); 


applications _ 45007 

Notices 

Meetings : 

WARC  Industry  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  _  45044 

UHF  translator  licensees;  accept¬ 
ance  of  political  advertising _  45043 

FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Advisory  opinion  requests _ 45123 


FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Appeals  and  applications  for  ex¬ 
ception,  etc.;  cases  filed  with 


Exceptions  and  Appeals  Of¬ 
fice: 

List  of  applicants _  45044 

Consent  order;  Wanda  Petroleum 

Co  -  45046 

East  Coast  residual  fuel  oil  mar¬ 
ket;  hearing _  45045 

Meetings: 

Coal  Industry  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  - : _  45045 


FEDERAL  INSURANCE  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Flood  Insurance  Program,  Na¬ 
tional: 

Areas  eligible  for  sale  of  insur¬ 
ance  (2  documents) _  44998,  45000 

Flood  Insurance  Program, Na¬ 
tional;  flood  elevation  deter¬ 
minations,  etc.: 

Arkansas  et  al _  45000 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 


Notices 

Agreements  filed,  etc.: 

Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Co. 

and  United  Brands  Co _  45047 

Combi  Line  Joint  Service _  45047 

Intercontinental  Transport 
(ICT)  B.V.  and  Compagnie 

Generale  Transatlantique _  45048 

Malaysia  Overseas  Lines,  Ltd..  45048 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 


Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Alaska  Packers  Association _  45048 

Bridwell  Oil  Co.  et  al -  45048 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co -  45049 

Columbia  Gas  Transmlsfdon 

Corp _  45056 

Connecticut  Light  U  Power  Co—  45056 


IV 
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CONTENTS 


Dayton  Power  and  Light  Co—  45057 
Delmarva  Power  ft  Li|(ht  Co.  of 

Maryland  (2  documents) _  45049, 

45057 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (4  doc¬ 
uments) _  45049,  45050,  45057 

Granite  State  Gas  Transmis¬ 
sion,  Inc_^ _  45050 

Great  Lakes  Gas  Transmission 

Co  _  45058 

Idaho  Power  Co _ 45050 

Kaiser  Aluminum  and  Chemical 

Corp  _  45058 

Kentucky  Utilities  Co _  45058 

Kentucky  West  Virginia  Gas 

Co  _ 45059 

McCulloch  Interstate  Gas  Corp.  45059 
Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line 

Co _ - _  45059 

Montana -l^kota  Utilities  Co..  45051 
Montaup  Electric  Co.  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _ 45051,  45060 

National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp_  45051 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of 

America _  45051 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co _  45052 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line 

Co.  (2  documents) _  45052 

Public  Service  Co.  of  Okla _  45060 

Smith,  Jessie  I _ •- _  45058 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co.  (3 

documents) _ 45052,  45053 

Sun  Oil  Co.,  et  al _  45054 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co _  45054 

Toledo  Edison  Co _  45054 

Union  Electric  Co _  45055 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co _  45060 

Upper  Peninsula  Generating  Co_  45055 

Utah  Power  ft  Light  Co _  45055 

Valley  Gas  Transmission,  Inc.  (2 

documents)  _  45055 

Washington  Water  Power  Co.  .  45056 
Wisconsin  Michigan  Power  Co.  -  45061 


FEDERAL  RAILROAD  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Petitions  for  exemptions,  etc. : 
Ogdensburg  Bridge  and  Port 
Authority _ l _  45042 

FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 


GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION  LAND  MANAGEMENT  BUREAU 


See  National  Archives  and  Records 
Service. 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and 
Mental  Health  Administration; 
Education  OfBce;  Public  Health 
Service. 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Rights  and  Responsibilities  of 
Women  Advisory  Committee 

(2  documents) _  45042 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  systems  of 
records  _  45039 

HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

Rules 

Low -income  housing: 

Housing  assistance  payments; 
substantial  rehabilitation _ 45119 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service; 

Land  Management  Bureau; 

Mines  Bureau;  National  Park 
Service. 

Notices 

Administrative  staff  manuals; 


indexes  _  45036 

Environmental  statements,  avail¬ 
ability,  etc.: 

Kanopolis  Unit,  Kans... _  45036 

Misscmri  River  Reservoirs, 

Mont.,  N.  Dak.,  a  Dak.,  Wyo__  45036 
Penobscot  River,  Me _  45036 


INTERNAL  REVENUE  SERVICE 


Rules 

Public  land  ordws: 

Utah . .  46006 

MINES  BUREAU 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Coal  Mine  Saf  e^  Research  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee _  45035 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 


Patent  licenses,  exclusive: 
Lefferts  A.  McClelland-. 
Tomar  Electrcmics _ 


45062 

45063 


NATIONAL  ARCHIVES  AND  RECORDS 
SERVICE 

Rules 


Freedom  of  Information;  repro¬ 
duction  fees,  records  location  ~ 
and  use _  45000 


NATIONAL  BUREAU  OF  STANDARDS 


Notices 

Meetings: 

Center  for  Building  Technology 
Advisory  Committee _  45037 


NATIONAL  COMMUNICATIONS  SYSTEM 
Notices 

Data  communications  equipment; 
proposed  Federal  standards--  45063 


NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAFFIC  SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed  Rules 


Notices 

Authority  delegations: 

Actuarial  Division,  Director, 
and  Employee  Plans/Exempt 
Organizations,  Assistant 
Commissioner  _ 


Motor  vehicle  safet^r  standards : 
Rearview  mirrors;  extension  of 
time _  45021 

NATIONAL  OCEANIC  AND  ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 


INTERNATIONAL  TRADE  COMMISSION  Proposed  Rules 


Rules 

Fishing: 

Arrowwood  National  Wildlife 

Refuge,  N.  Dak _  45013 

Long  Lake  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  N.  Dak _  45013 

Hunting: 

Arrowwood  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  N.  Dak.  (3  docu¬ 
ments)  _  45012,  45013 

Slade  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 

N.  Dak _  45013 

Long  Lake  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  N.  Dak _  45013 

FOREST  SERVICE  ^ 

Notices 

Environmental  impact  statements, 
availability,  etc.: 

Four  Seasons  Winter  Sports  Site, 

Utah _ 45036 

GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

Notices 

Regulatory  reports  review;  pro¬ 
posals,  approvals,  etc.  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  45061 


Notices 

Import  Investigations: 

Melamine  in  crystal  form  from 
Japan  _  45062 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 


Rules 

Motor  carriers: 

Exemptions;  Miami  and  Fort 
Lauderdale,  Fla.  air  terminal 
areas _  45011 

Notices 

Energy  Policy  and  Conservation 
Act  of  1975;  proposed  imple¬ 
mentation,  time  extensi<m  for 

comments  _  45076 

Financial  interest  statement; 

James  E,  Martin -  45075 

Hearing  assignments _  45075 

Motor  carriers: 

Irregular  route  property  car¬ 
riers;  gateway  elimination _  45076 

Temporary  authority  applica- 
cations  _  45079 


JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Drug  Enforcement  Adminis¬ 
tration. 


Marine  mammals; 

Incidental  taking  of  dolphins 
and  whales;  yellowfln  tuna 
purse  seining  activities _  45015 

Notices 

Marine  mammal  permit  applica¬ 
tions,  etc.: 

Texas  Instruments,  Inc _  45037 

Waikiki  Aquarium _  45037 

Zoological  Society  of  Buffalo, 

Ihc  _  45037 


NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 
Notices 

Environmental  statements;  avail¬ 


ability,  etc.: 

Fort  Lamed  National  Historic 

Site,  Kans _  45035 

Fort  Smith  Natlcmal  Historic 
Site,  Ark—' _  45035 


NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Molecular  Biology  Advisory 
Panel  _ - _  45072 
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NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION  SAFETY 
BOARD 

Notices 

Safety  recommendations  and  ac¬ 
cident  reports;  availability,  re¬ 
sponses,  etc _  45073 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 
Rules 
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presldentioi  documents 

Title  3 — The  President 

Proclamation  4469  •  October  9,  1976 

Quantitative  Limitation  on  the  Importation  of  Certain  Meats 
Into  the  United  States 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  Ameriea 

A  Proclamation 

Section  2(a)  of  tlie  Act  of  August  22,  1964  (78  Stat.  594,  19  U.S.C.  1202  Note) 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Act),  declares  that  it  is  the  policy  of  the  Congress  that 
the  aggregate  quantity  of  the  ardcles  specified  in  item  106.10  (relating  to  fresh,  chilled, 
or  frozen  cattle  meat)  and  item  106.20  (relating  to  fresh,  chilled,  or  frozen  meat  of 
goats  and  sheep  (except  lambs) )  of  the  tariff  schedules  of  the  United  States  (herein¬ 
after  referred  to  as  meat)  which  may  be  imported  into  the  United  States  in  any 
calendar  year  beginning  after  December,  31,  1964,  shall  not  exceed  a  quantity  to  be 
computed  as  prescribed  in  that  section  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  adjusted  base 
quantity) . 

Section  2^))  of  the  Act  pro\ide.s  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  each 
calendar  year  after  1964  shall  estimate  and  publish  the  adjusted  base  quantity  for  such 
calendar  year  and  shall  estimate  and  publish  quarterly  die  aggregate  quantity  of  meat 
which  in  the  absence  of  the  limitations  under  the  Act  would  be  imported  during  such 
calendar  year  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  jjotential  aggregate  imports) . 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  pursuant  to  Section  2(a)  and  (b)  of  the  Act  esti¬ 
mated  on  December  31,  1975  (41  F.R.  1095)  the  adjusted  base  quantity  of  meat  for 
the  calendar  year  1976  to  be  1,120.9  million  pounds  and  has  estimated  (in  the  1976 
fourth  quarterly  estimate)  the  potential  aggregate  im|X)rts  of  meat  for  1976  to  be 
1,250  million  pounds. 

I'he  potential  aggregate  imports  of  meat  for  the  calendar  year  1976,  as  estimated 
"by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  exceeds  110  percent  of  the  adjusted  base  quantity  of 
meat  for  the  calendar  year  1976  estimated  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  no 
limitation  under  the  Act  is  in  effect  with  respect  to  the  calendar  year  1976. 

Section  2(c)  (1)  of  the  Act  requires  the  President  in  such  circumstances  to  limit 
by  proclamation  the  total  quantity  of  meat  which  may  be  entered,  or  withdrawn  from 
warehouse,  for  consumption,  during  the  calendar  year,  to  the  adjusted  base  quantity 
estimated  for  such  calendar  year  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  pursuant  to  Section 
2(b)  (1)  of  the  Act,  which  is  1,1 20.9  million  pounds. 
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Section  2(d)  of  the  Act  provides  that  the  President  may  increase  the  total 
quantity  proclaimed  pursuant  to  Section  2(c)  of  the  Act  if  he  determines  and  pro¬ 
claims  that  such  action  is  required  by  overriding  economic  or  national  security  interests 
trf  the  United  States,  giving  special  weight  to  the  importance  to  the  nation  of  the 
economic  well-being  of  the  domestic  livestock  industry.  < 

Section  2(d)  of  the  Act  further  provides  that  such  increase  shall  be  in  such 
amount  as  the  President  determines  and  proclaims  to  be  necessary  to  carry'  out  the 
\  purposes  of  Section  2(d) . 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  GERALD  R.  FORD,  President  of  the  United  States 
of  America,  by  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  as  President  and  pursuant  to 
Action  2  of  the  Act,  do  hereby  proclaim  as  follows : 

1.  In  conformity  with  and  as  required  by  Section  2(c)  of  the  Act,  the  total 
quantity  of  the  articles  specified  in  item  106.10  (relating  to  fresh,  chilled,  or  frozen 
cattle  meat)  and  item  106.20  (relating  to  fresh,  chilled,  or  frozen  meat  of  goats 
and  sheep  (except  lambs)  of  Part  2B,  schedule  1  of  the  tariff  schedules  of  the 
United  States  which  may  be  entered,  or  withdrawn  from  warehouse,  for  consump¬ 
tion  during  the  calendar  year  1976  is  limited  to  1,120.9  million  pounds. 

2.  Pursuant  to  Section  2(d)  of  the  Act,  it  is  hereby  determined  that  an  increase 
in  the  quota  quantity  proclaimed  in  Paragraph  1.  is  required  by  overriding  economic 
interests  of  the  United  States,  giving  special  weight  to  the  importance  to  the  nation  of 
the  economic  well-being  of  the  domestic  livestock  industry,  and  that  an  increase  of 
112.1  million  pounds  in  such  quota  quantity  is  necessary  to  cArry  out  the  purposes  of 
such  subsection. 

3.  Pursuant  to  Section  2(d)  of  the  Act,  the  quota  quantity  proclaimed  in  Para¬ 
graph  1.  is  increased  by  112.1  million  pounds  and  the  total  quantity  of  the  articles 
specified  in  item  106.10  (relating  to  fresh,  chilled,  or  frozen  cattle  meat)  and  item 
106.20  (relating  to  fresh,  chilled,  or  frozen  meat  of  goats  and  sheep  (except  lambs) 
of  Part  2B,  schedule  1  of  the  tariff  schedules  of  the  United  States  which  may  be 
entered,  or  withdrawn  from  warehouse,  for  consumption  during  the  calendar  year 
1976  is  limited  to  1,233  million  pounds. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  ninth  day  of 
October,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  seventy-six,  and  of  the  Independ¬ 
ence  of  the  United  States  of  .\merica  the  two  hundred  and  first. 

[FR Doc.76-30335  Filed  10-13-76il0:49  am] 
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Title  10— Energy 

CHAPTER  I— NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

PART  9— PUBLIC  RECORDS 

Disclosure  of  Medical  Records  Under  the 
Control  of  NRC 

llie  Privacy  Act  of  1974  states  that 
each  agency  must: 

Xstabllah  procedures  for  the  disclosure  to  an 
Individual  upon  his  request  of  his  reccml 
or  infcumatlon  pertaining  to  him.  Including 
q>eclal  procedure.  If  deemed  necessary,  for 
the  dlsclosxure  to  an  Individual  of  medical 
records.  Including  psychological  records,  per¬ 
taining  to  him;  (6  UA.C.  652a(f )  <3) ) . 

Subpart  B  of  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission’s  regulations  10  CFR  Part  9 
Implements  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974  and 
provides  In  S  9.62(a)  procedures  for  the 
disclosure  of  medical  records  under  the 
control  of  NRC. 

Section  9.62  provides  that  requests  re¬ 
ceived  by  NRC  pertaining  to  medical  rec¬ 
ords  under  the  control  of  NRC,  with  the 
exception  of  radiation  exposure  records, 
will  only  be  made  available  to  a  i^slolan 
of  the  requesting  Individual’s  choosing. 

It  is  the  Commission’s  view  that  §  9.62 
(a)  Is  overly  restrictive  and  should  be 
deleted,  thereby  permitting  disclosure  of 
medical  records  under  the  Commission’s 
control  directly  to  the  requester.  The 
amendment  of  {  9.62  set  forth  below  de¬ 
letes  S  9.62(a)  and  redesignates  S  9.62(b) 
as  §  9.62(a). 

Because  this  amendment  relates  solely 
to  procedural  matters  good  cause  exists 
for  omitting  notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing  and  public  procedure  thereon  as  un> 
necessary.  Since  the  amendment  relieves 
from  restrictions  under  regulations  cur¬ 
rently  In  effect,  it  may  become  effective 
without  the  customary  30-day  notice. 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended'  the  Energy  Reorgani¬ 
zation  Act  of  1974,  as  amended,  and  sec¬ 
tions  552,  552a  and  553  of  Title  5  of  the 
United  States  Code,  the  following  amend¬ 
ment  to  Title  10,  Cliapter  I,  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations,  Part  9  Is  published  as 
a  document  subject  to  codification. 

§  9.62  [Amended] 

Section  9.62  is  amended  by  revoking 
paragraidi  (a)  and  redesignating  para¬ 
graph  (b)  as  paragraph  (a) . 

Effective  date:  This  amendment  be¬ 
comes  effective  oa  October  14,  1976. 

(Sec.  161,  Pub.  L.  83-708,  88  Stst.  948  (42 
VB.O.  2201):  See.  201,  Pub.  1>.  98-488,  88 
Stat.  1242  (42  UJ3.C.  6841);  6  U.S.O.  552a). 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  14th 
day  of  September  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Lex  V.  Gossick, 

Executive  Director  for  Operations. 
[PR  Doc.76-29973  FUed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 
CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Docket  No.  16202;  Arndt.  39-2748] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Mitsubishi  Model  MU-2B  Airplanes 

There  have  been  reports  of  the  baggage 
in  the  rear  baggage  compartment  com¬ 
ing  in  contact  with  the  engine  bleed  air 
tubing  on  certain  Mitsubishi  Model  MU- 
2B  airplanes  that  resulted  In  rear  bag¬ 
gage  compartment  fires.  Since  this  con¬ 
dition  is  likely  to  exist  or  develop  in  other 
airplanes  of  the  same  type  design,  an 
airworthiness  directive  is  being  issued  to 
require  installation  of  heatproof  insula¬ 
tion  between  the  engine  bleed  air  tubing 
and  the  rear  baggage  compartment  on 
certan  Mitsubishi  Model  MU-2B  air¬ 
planes. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impracticable  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  the  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  30  days. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  section  313(a),  601,  and  603 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1354(a).  1421,  and  1423)  and  of 
section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  US.C.  1655(c)  ). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  C:m  11.89) ,, 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Mitsubishi  Heavt  Industries,  Limited,  Ap- 
pUes  to  Model  M17-2B  aiiplanes  with 
serial  numbers  008  and  038,  101  through 
119,  and  134,  certificated  In  au  categories. 

Con^liance  Is  required  as  Indicated. 

To  prevent  possible  fire,  due  to  the  baggage 
of  the  rear  baggage  compartment  coming 
Into  contact  vilth  engine  bleed  sir  tubing,  ac¬ 
complish  the  following: 

Within  the  next  50  hours,  time  In  service 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  unless  al¬ 
ready  acoomifilshed,  install  hea^iroof  tneula- 
tlon  between  the  engine  bleed  air  tublpg  and 
the  rear  baggage  compartment  in  accordance 
with  the  "Instructions”  section  of  kfitsublshl 
Service  Bulletin  No.  070C  dated  Jemuary  7; 


1976  or  an  equivalent,  approved  by  the  Chief, 
Enginewing  and  Manufacturing  District  Of¬ 
fice,  FAA,  Pactfic-Asla  BegloD,  Honolulu,  Ha¬ 
waii. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective  Oc¬ 
tober  29,  1976. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  October 
5,  1976. 

J.  A.  Ferkabssb, 

Acting  Director, 
FUght  Standards  Service. 
[PR  DOC.76-29933  Piled  10-13-76:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  73-SO-72:  Arndt.  39-2741] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Semco  Models  SO-AL,  TC-4A,  and  Model  T 
Series  Balloons 

Amendment  39-1746,  38  FR  31824  and 
38  FR  31825,  AD  73-24-2  requires  the  re¬ 
placement  or  modification  of  fuel  system 
coupling  assemblies  on  Semco  Model  30- 
AL,  TC-4A  and  Modd  T  balloons.  After 
issuing  Amendment  39-1746,  the  agency 
determined  that  certain  Model  T  serial 
numbers  were  omitted  from  applicabil¬ 
ity.  Therefore,  the  AD  is  being  amended 
to  include  additional  Model  T  serial 
numbers. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  hereon  are  impracticable  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  amendment 
effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697). 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
R^rulations,  Amendment  39-1746,  38  FR 
31824  and  38  FR  31825,  AD  73-24-2,  Is 
amended  by  striking  out  the  words  “SEM 
78  •  •  •  inclusive”  in  the  first  para¬ 
graph  and  Inserting  the  words  *’SEM  28, 
SEM  60,  SEM  61.  SEM  62,  SEM  64 
through  SEM  73,  SEM  76,  SEM  77,  and 
SEM  78  to  SEM  118  Inclusive”  in  place 
thereof. 

Amendment  39-1746  became  effective 
November  26,  1973. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective  Oc¬ 
tober  20.  1976. 

(Secs.  313(a).  601,  and  603  of  the  Pederal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  n.S.C.  1354(a).  1421. 
<uid  1423)  and  of  Section  6(o)  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  n.S.C. 
1655(c)).) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Georgia,  on  Oc¬ 
tober  1, 1976. 

CtaORGI  R.  L&caille, 
Deputy  Director,  Southern  Region. 

[PR  Doc.7e-29930  Piled  10-18-76:8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  76-NE-34:  Amdt.  39-2743] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Sikorsky  S-58  Helicopters  Certificated  In 
All  Categories 

Amendment  191  (25  FR  8026),  AD  60- 
17-3  as  amended  by  Amendment  495  (27 
FR  10117),  Amendment  747  (29  PR 
7668),  Amendment  199  (31  PR  3064), 
Amendment  39-1552  FR  237ip,  and 
Amendment  39-2212  (40  FR  22249)  re¬ 
moved  some  S-58  main  rotor  blades  from 
service  and  established  inspections  for 
others.  It  also  provided  for  an  extension 
of  service  life  limits  for  certain  rotor 
blades  which  had  been  inspected  at  the 
times  and  in  the  manner  set  forth  in 
Sikorsky  Service  Bulletin  No.  58B15-4H. 
After  Amendment  39-2212  was  issued, 
the  manufacturer  issued  revised  Service 
Bulletins,  Nos.  58B15-41,  J,  and  K,  which 
incorporated  improved  maintenance  pro¬ 
cedures  for  checking  the  main  rotor 
blades  internal  pressure,  testing  the 
pressure  indicator,  and  included  main 
rotor  blades  S1615-20201-11,  S1615- 
20201-15,  and  S1615-20201-041  in  the 
Service  Bulletin  Retirement  Schedule. 

The  agency  has  determined  that  com¬ 
pliance  with  these  revised  procedures  is 
necessary  to  ensure  the  effectiveness  of 
the  main  rotor  blade  inspection  system. 
AD  60-17-3  is,  therefore,  being  revised 
to  require  compliance  with  the  revised 
procedures  in  the  latest  Sikorsky  Service 
BiiUetin  or  later  FAA  approved  revisions. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
Immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation, 
it  is  found  that  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  are  impracticable  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  this  amend¬ 
ment  effective  in  less  than  thirty  (30) 
days  after  the  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697), 
Section  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations,  Amendment  191 
(25  FR  8026),  AD  60-17-3  as  amended 
by  Amendment  495  (27  FR  10117), 
Amendment  747  (29  FR  7668),  Amend¬ 
ment  199  (31  FR  3064) ,  Amendment  39- 
1552  (37  FR  23711) ,  and  Amendment  39- 
2212  (40  P7i  22249)  is  further  amended 
as  follows: 

In  paragraph  (e) ,  delete  “No.  58B15- 
4H“  and  insert  in  its  place:  “No.  58B15- 
4K,  dated  July  16, 1976  or  later  FAA  ap¬ 
proved  revisions”. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective  Oc¬ 
tober  26, 1976. 

This  amendment  is  made  imder  the  au¬ 
thority  of  sections  313(a),  601,  and  603 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U£.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and  1423)  and  sec¬ 
tion  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts, 
on  October  1, 1976, 

QuENTur  S.  Tatlor, 
Director,  New  England  Region. 
{PR  Doc.76-29929  Plied  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  76-SO-73] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  August  5,  1976,  a  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rulemaking  was  miblished  in  the 
Federal  Register  (41  FR  32578),  stat¬ 
ing  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  was  considering  an  amendment 
to  Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  that  would  alter  the  Morganton, 
N.C.  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule- 
making  through  the  submission  of  cwn- 
ments.  There  were  no  comments  re¬ 
ceived. 

In  consideration  of  the  fpregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  De¬ 
cember  30, 1976,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.181  (41  FR  440),  the  Morgan¬ 
ton,  N.C.,  transition  area  is  amended  as 
follows: 

Morganton,  North  Carouna 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8.6-mile 
radius  of  Morganton-Lenoir  Airport  (lat. 
35*49'20''  N.,  long.  81*36'50''  W.):  within  3 
miles  each  side  of  the  205*  bearing  from  Fid¬ 
dlers  RBN  (lat.  35*42'36''  N,  long.  81*40'17" 
W.),  extending  from  the  8.5-mile  radius  area 
to  8.5  miles  southwest  of  the  RBN:  excluding 
the  portion  that  coincides  with  the  Hickory 
transition  area. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a))  and  sec.  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  ITansportatlon  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c).)  -- 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  Septem¬ 
ber  29, 1976. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 

[PR  Doc.76^29961  Piled  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-SO-72] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS.  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  August  5,  1976,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (41  FTt  32759) ,  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  was  considering  an  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  alter  the  Ahoskie,  N.C., 
transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule- 
making  through  the  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  There  were  no  comments  re¬ 
ceived. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  Q.m.t.,  Decem¬ 
ber  30, 1976,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  S  71.181  (41  FR  440),  The  Ahoskie, 
N.C.,  transition  area  is  amended  as 
follows: 


That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.5-mlle 
radius  of  Trl-County  Airport  (lat.  36°17'56'' 
N.,  long.  77*10'26''  W.):  within  3  miles  each 
side  of  the  171°  bearl^  from  the  Ahoskie 
RBN  (lat.  36*17'57''  N.,  long.  77'10'33”  W.). 
extending  from  the  6.5-mlle  radios  area  to 
8.5  miles  south  of  the  RBN. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a))  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) . 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  Septem¬ 
ber  29, 1976. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.76-29962  PUed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban  Development 

CHAPTER  X— FEDERAL  INSURANCE  AD¬ 
MINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

SUBCHAPTER  B — NATIONAL  FLOOD 

INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

[Docket  No.  FI-2366] 

PART  1914 — COMMUNITIES  ELIGIBLE 
^  FOR  THE  SALE  OF  INSURANCE 

Status  of  Participating  Communities 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  list 
those  communities  wherein  the  sale  of 
Hood  insurance  is  authorized  under  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128) . 

Insurance  policies  can  be  obtained 
frcrni  any  licensed  property  insurance 
agent  or  broker  serving  the  eligible  com¬ 
munity,  or  from  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surers  Association  servicing  company  for 
the  state  (addresses  are  published  at 
§  1912.5, 24  CFR  Part  1912) . 

The  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234)  requires  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  flood  insurance  as  a  condition 
of  receiving  any  form  of  Federal  or  Fed¬ 
erally  related  financial  assistance  for 
acquisition  or  construction  pinposes  in 
a  flood  plain  area  having  special  hazards 
within  any  community  identified  for  at 
least  one  year  by  the  Secretary  of  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Development.  The  re¬ 
quirement  applies  to  all  identified  spe¬ 
cial  flood  hazard  areas  within  the  United 
States,  and  no  such  financial  assistance 
can  legally  be  provided  for  acquisition  or 
construction  except  as  authorized  by 
section  202(b)  of  the  Act,  as  amended, 
unless  the  community  has  entered  the 
program.  Accordingly,  for  communities 
listed  under  this  Part  no  such  restric¬ 
tion  exists,  although  insurance,  if  re¬ 
quired,  must  be  purchased. 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
finds  that  ddayed  effective  dates  would 
be  contrary  to  the  public  interest.  The 
Administrator  also  finds  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  under  5  U.S.C.  553(b) 
are  impracticable  and  unnecessary. 

Section  ,1914.6  of  Part  1914  of  Sub¬ 
chapter  B  of  Chapter  X  of  Title  24  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  by  adding  in  alphabetical  se¬ 
quence  new  entries  to  the  table.  In  each 
entry,  a  complete  chionology  of  effective 
dates  appears  for  each  listed  communltp. 
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The  date  that  appears  in  the  fourth  col-  in  the  area  under  the  emergency  or  the 
umn  of  the  table  is  provided  In  order  to  regular  flood  insurance  program.  ITiese 
designate  the  effective  date  of  the  au-  dates  serve  notice  only  for  the  purposes 
thorizatlon  of  the  sale  of  flood  Insurance  of  granting  relief,  and  not  for  the  appli¬ 


cation  of  sanctions,  within  the  meaning 
of  5  n.S.C.  561.  The  entry  reads  as 
follows: 

§  1914.6  List  of  eligible  coniniiinities. 


State 

County 

• 

• 

HaU . 

North  Ddcota _ 

Williams . 

Ohio . 

Warren . 

• 

Clearfield . 

Texas . . . . 

Brewstw . . . . 

# 

• 

New  York . 

Suffolk _ 

Texas . . 

Galveston . . 

• 

• 

Do 

Clearfield .  .. 

Utah.' . . 

Utah . . . 

• 

Do. . 

Suffolk . . i . 

• 

• 

Illinois _  _ 

Kendall _ 

Location 


Effective  date  of  aatboriiation  of  sale  of  flood 
insurance  iat  area 


Hasard  area  Conununity 
identifled  No. 


do. 


V. - - - ..V 

^nk  Valley,  t9wn8hi|>  of _ _ ...do 


Sept. 


4,1975 

26,1975 


Graham,  township  of _ do. 

Langhome  Manor,  borough  of.. . . do. 

Unincorporated  areas . do. 


Nov. 

June 

Nov. 

June 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Dec. 


9.1973 
4,1976 

8.1974 

27.1975 

3.1975 

14.1975 
27,1974 


East  Hampton,  town  of . . June  11,  1971,  emergency;  Sept.  30, 1976,  reg-  Aug.  29,1975 

ular.  Sept.  30, 1976 

Crystal  Beach,  town  of . . . . . Oct.  8, 1971,  emergency ;  Sept.  30, 1976,  regular ..  Sept.  30, 1976 


Clutter,  city  of . .  Oct.  6, 1976,  emergency . 

Lytton,  city  of _ _ _ _ do. . . .... 


July 

Sept. 


25.1975 

26.1975 


ihlp  ( 
1  of.., 


Dec. 

Feb. 


6.1974 

7.1975 


Winthrop,  town  of _ _ .■ _ Nov.  3,  1972,  emergency;  Oct.  8, 1976,  regular.  June  28,1974 


Do _ Ogle.. 

Do _ _ _  Kane. 


. . Polo,  city  of. . ..J _ July  3, 1975,  emergency;  Sept.  30, 1976  regular.  . 

. Sugar  Grove,  village  of _ _ _ _ ...June  27,  1976,  emergency;  Sept.  30,  1976,.. 

regular. 

Do _ _ _  McLean... . McLean,  village  of. . . . . . Mar.  15, 1976, emergency; Sept. 30, 1976, regular.. 

Indiana _ _ Knox . . . . EdwardsiMit,  town  of _ Jan.  16, 1976,  emergency;  Sept.  30, 1976,  regular.. 

Do _ _ _ Jefferson _ Hanover,  town  _ Apr.  24, 1975,  emergency;  Sept.  30, 1976,  regular.. 

Do _ St.  Joseph _ _ _  LakevUle,  town  of _ Jnly29, 1975, emergency;  Sept.  30, 1976,  regular.. 

Kentucky _ Hopkins . . .  Mortons  Gap,  town  of _ _ _ Aug.  7, 1975,  emergency;  Sept.  30, 1976,  regular.. 

Maasachusetts _ Franklin . . Heath,  town  of _ _ _ July  1, 1975,  emergency;  Sept.  30, 1976,  regular.. 

Missouri _ St.  Louis . . Winchester,  city  of . . . June  18,  1975,  emergency;  Sept.  W,  1976,.. 

regular. 

New  York . . . Lewis .  Castorland,  village  of . Jan.  15, 1976, emergency.  Sept.  30, 1976, regular.. 


130334 

160147 

380314 

390605A 

400071 

• 

050276 

421522 

422336 

480084 

• 

360794A 

480243 


190514 

190769 

360826 

421521 

490153 

100051B 

2.50006A 

250289 

2900e7B 

480109A 

• 

050042B 

170346A 

170531A 

170333A 

170501A 

180324A 

180326A 

18Q226B 

210116A 

250360A 

290397A 

;!60359A 


New  York . .~ _ Schuyler .  Reading,  town  of . . . . . .  May4, 1976,  emergency;  Sept.  30, 1976,  rcgulw... 

Pennsylvania . . Franklin.. . . Greenoastle,  borough  of _ _ _ Apr.24, 1975,  emergency;  Sept.  30, 1976,  regular.. 

Teimessee _ Gibson . . . . .  Dyer,  town  of. _ _ .'. _ June 27, 1975, emergency; Sept. 30, 1976, regular.. 

South  Carolina . . Gemgetown . . .  Andrews,  town  of _ Jn]yl6, 1975,  emergency;  Sept.  30, 1976,  regular.. 

Do _  Kershaw _ _ j..  Kershaw,  town  of..' _ _ _ June  ^,1975, emergency;  Sept. 30, 19^, regular.. 

Wisconsin . ^ _ Fmid  Du  Lac . Mount  Calvary,  village  of _ _ _ _  Aug.  1,1975,  emergency:  Sept.  30, 1976,  regular 


361205A 

42047QA 

450058A 

450066A 

460119A 

.560137A 


hidlana .  Steuben .  Clear  Lake,  town  of. . . 1 . .  Oct.  7,  1976,  emergency  . 

Maine _ _ Oxford .  Porter,  town  of _ _ _ _ do . . . 

Do.. _ _ Hancock.... . . Trenton,  town  of _ do.. . . . 

Michigan _ _ _  Mecosta _ _ _ Mecosta,  township  of _ do . . . . 

Do _ Schoolcraft _ Manistique,  city  of _ do _ _ _ 

Missouri _ Boone _ _ _  Ashland,  city  cn _ _ _ do _ _ 

New  York _ Herkimer . . Webb,  town  of. . . . Oct.  8, 1976,  emergency. 


Dee.  6, 1974 
Dee.  12,1975 
Feb.  7,1975 
Jan.  24,1975 


Oct.  3, 1975 
Jane  25,1976 
July  18,1975 


180247A 

230338 

230299 

260698  New 

260595 

290752 

360321 


Alabama _ _ Pike . . . .  Goshen,  town  of . . . . . .  Oct.  8, 1976,  emergency . ...' _ _ _ _ _ 

Michigan _ Wayne _ _ Riverview,  dty  of _ _ _ _ do _ _ _ _  .  May  3,  iw4 

May  28, 1975 

Missonri . . —  Pulaski . .  WaynesvlUe,  city  of . .  Sept.  1, 1972,  tmergenoy;  Oct.  6, 1976,  regnlar..  Feb.  1, 1974 

Montana _ Granite _ .' _  UniitewiK>rat«d areas _ Oot.  8, 1976,  emergency.. t _ 

Nebreska . .  Lonp . Taylor,  village  of. . . . . . do _ _  .  jiuy’uriws 

Oklahoma... . Okmulgee . . Beggs, cityof . . . . . . do _ _ '  Apr,  9,1976 

Do _ Delaware..;... . . Grove,  town  of _ do _  „  » 

Do _ Stephens _ _ _  Marlow,  dty  oL.t _ do _ ““ 

Texas _ _ Leon . . . . Normangee,  dty  of _ _ _ do _ _  .“  ""Ang"i6,'i974' 

Mar.  6,1976 

(National  Rood  InsuntHoe  Act  of  1968  (title  Xm  of  the  Housing  and  UrtMU  Devel<^ixient  Act  at  1968);  effective  Am.  38.  1969  (88  VSt 
17804,  Nov.  38.  1968),  as  amended,  (43  UJS.C.  4001-4138);  and  Secretary’s  delegation  at  authority  to  Aderal  Insurance  Admlnletra- 
tor  (84  FR  3680,  Feb.  37.  1909)  ee  amended  (39  FR  2787,  Jan.  24,  1974) .) 


010284 

260240B 

290300A 

300141 

310325 

400345 

400385 

40Q203A 


Issued:  September  30, 1976. 


IFR  Doc.76-30000  Filed  16-18-76;a:46  am] 


J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 
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{Docket  No.  FI-2364] 

PART  1914 — COMMUNITIES  ELIGIBLE 
FOR  THE  SALE  OF  INSURANCE 

Suspension  of  Community  Eligibility 

The  piupose  of  this  notice  is  to  list 
communities  wherein  the  sale  of  flood  In¬ 
surance  as  authorized  under  the  Na¬ 
tional  Flood  Insurance  Program  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128)  will  be  suspended  be¬ 
cause  of  noncompliance  with  the  program 
regulations  (24  CFR  Part  1909  et  seq.). 

The  Flood  EWsaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  requires  the  purchase  of 'flood  in¬ 
surance  as  a  condition  of  receiving  any 
form  of  Federal  or  Federally  related  fl- 
nancial  assistance  for  acquisition  or  con¬ 
struction  purix)ses  in  a  flood  plain  area 
having  special  hazards  within  any  com¬ 
munity  identified  by  the  Secretary  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development. 

The  requirement  applies  to  all  identi¬ 
fied  special  flood  hazard  areas  within  the 


United  States,  and  no  such  financial  as¬ 
sistance  can  legally  be  provided  for  ac¬ 
quisition  or  construction  in  these  areas 
unless  the  community  has  entered  the 
program  and  insurance  is  purchased.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  for  communities  listed  under 
this  Part  such  restriction  exists  as  of  the 
effective  date  of  suspension  because  in¬ 
surance,  which  is  required,  cannot  be 
purchased. 

Section  1315  of  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4022)  prohibits  flood  insurance 
coverage  unless  an  appropriate  public 
body  shall  have  adopted  adequate  flood 
plain  management  measures  with  effec¬ 
tive  enforcement  measures.  The  commu¬ 
nities  suspended  in  this  notice  no  longer 
meet  that  statutory  requirements.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  communities  are  sus¬ 
pended  on  the  effective  date  in  the  list 
below: 


-’k 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
finds  that  delayed  effective  dates  would 
be  contrary  to  the  public  interest.  The 
Administrator  also  finds  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  under  5  UH.C.  553(b) 
are  impracticable  and  unnecessary. 

Section  1914.6  of  Part  1914  of  Sub- 
chapter  B  of  chapter  X  of  Title  24  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
by  adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  new 
entries  to  the  table.  In  each  entry,  a  com¬ 
plete  chronology  of  effective  dates  ap¬ 
pears  for  each  listed  community.  The 
date  that  appears  in  the  fourth  column 
of  the  table  is  provided  in  order  to  desig¬ 
nate  the  effective  date  of  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  of  the  sale  of  flood  insurance  in  the 
area  under  the  energy  or  the  regular 
flood  insurance  program.  The  entry  reads 
as  follows; 


§  1914.6  List  of  eligible  communities. 


State 


County 


Location 


ESective  date  of  authorization  of  sale  of  flood  Hazard  area  Conununity 
insurance  for  area  identified  No. 


VMinont . . . Wasliington . .  Middlesex,  town  of . . . May  13, 1974,  emergency . . . June  28,1974  500114 

Nov.  15,  1976,  suspended. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban' Development  Act  of  1968);  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (38  FR 


17804,  Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended,  (42  UJ3.C 
tor  (34  FR  2680,  Feb.  27, 1969) ;  as  amended  (39 

Issued:  October  1, 1976. 


[Docket  No.  FI-2365] 

PART  1917— APPEALS  FROM  FLOOD  ELE¬ 
VATION  DETERMINATION  AND  JUDI¬ 
CIAL  REVIEW 

Final  Flood  Elevations 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which 
added  section  1363  to  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of ’the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  (Pub.  L.  90-448),  (42  USC  4001- 
4128),  and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (5  1917.10), 
hereby  gives  notice  of  his  final  deter¬ 
minations  of  flood  hazards  for  the  com¬ 
munities  listed  below,  under  §  1917.8  of 
Title  24  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions. 

Accordingly,  the  Administrator  has  de¬ 
termined  that  no  100-year  flood  fre¬ 
quency  elevation  is  known  to  exist  in  the 
foilowhig  commimities: 


J.  4001-4128);  and  Secretary’s  delegation  of 
PR  2787,  Jan.  24,  1974.) 


(FR  Doc.76-29999  Piled  10-13-76;8:45  am] 


Community 

County 

State  ” 

City  of  Taylor . . 

Columbia.. 

Arkansas. 

Village  of  McLean _ 

McLean _ 

Illinois. 

Citv  of  Plano _  .. 

Do. 

City  of  Polo-  . 

Ogle . 

Do. 

Village  of  Sugar  Grove.... 

Kane . . 

Do. 

Town  of  EdwardsDort.... 

Knox _ 

Indiana. 

Town  of  Hanover . . 

Jefferson... 

Do. 

Town  of  Lakeville _ 

St.  Joseph.. 

Do. 

Town  of  Mortons  Gan _ 

Hopkins _ 

Kentucky. 

Town  of  Heath-  -  .  . 

Franklin... 

Massachusetts. 

City  of  Winchester _ 

St.  Louis... 

Missouri. 

Village  of  Castorland _ 

Lewis _ 

New  York. 

Town  of  Reading . . 

Schuyler.  „ 
Franklin... 

Do. 

Borough  of  Greehcastle... 

Pennsylvania. 

Town  of  Andrews . 

George¬ 

town. 

South  Carolina. 

Town  of  Kershaw _ 

Kershaw... 

Do. 

Town  of  Dyer . . 

.  Gibson _ 

Tennessee. 

Village  of  Mount  Calvary. 

.  Fond 
DuLac. 

Wisconsin. 

(National  Flood  Insuranga  Act  of  1968  (Title 
xni  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended;  (42 
USC  4001-4128);  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Admlnis- 


authorlty  to  Federal  Insurance  Administra- 


J.  Robert  Hunter, 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 


tratra:,  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  PR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued:  September  29, 1976. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.76-29998  Piled  ia-13-76;8:45  am] 


TKIe  41 — Public  Contracts  and  Property 
Management 

CHAPTER  105 — GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART  105-61— PUBLIC  USE  OF  RECORDS, 
DONATED  HISTORICAL  MATERIALS, 
AND  FACILITIES  IN  THE  NATIONAL 
ARCHIVES  AND  RECORDS  SERVICE 

Fees  for  Reproduction  Services;  Location 
of  Records  and  Hours  of  Use 

■  On  September  7,  1976,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR 
37606)  a  notice  of  proposed  ruleniaking 
with  proposed  revisions  to  the  schedule 
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of  fees  for  reproduction  services.  In¬ 
terested  persons  were  givoi  30  days  in 
which  to  submit  comments  regarding  the 
proposed  regulations. 

The  comments  received  indicate  a  de¬ 
sire  by  members  of  the  public  to  keep 
fees  for  reproductions  of  archival  mate¬ 
rials  as  low  as  possible.  Prior  to  revismg 
the  fee  schedule,  the  National  Archives 
and  Records  Service  (NARS)  conducted 
a  detailed  study  of  all  of  the  costs  .in¬ 
volved  in  producing  reproductions.  As  a 
result  of  this  study,  all  fees  were  set  at 
the  minimum  level  which  would  allow 
NARS  to  recover  increases  in  the  costs 
of  materials,  labor,  and  postage. 

Editorial  corrections  are  made  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

1.  The  motion  picture  prices  listed  in 
paragraph  (e)  of  §  105-61.5206  are 
changed  to  read  as  follows:  • 


35  nun 

16  mm 

16  mm 
bom 
35  mm 

P«r  foot; 

Master  positive _ 

. .  0. 20 

a  17 

0.19 

DupUcats  negative 

_  .26 

.20 

.22 

Projection  print... 

. . 18 

.16 

.18 

Reversal _ 

.21 

.21 

Sound  track _ 

. . 18 

.16 

.18 

Composite,  add _ 

. 02 

.02 

.01 

2.  The  effective  date  in  S  105-61.5208 
is  changed  to  read  October  12,  1976. 

Accordingly,  with  these  corrections, 
the  proposed  revision  is  adopted  as  set 
forth  below. 

(Sec.  205(c),  63  Stat.  390  (40  U.S.C.  486 
(c));  41  CPR  105-61.000-2.) 

Effective  date:  This  regulation  is  ef¬ 
fective  on  October  12, 1976. 

Note. — (The  General  Services  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  does 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring 
preparation  of  an  Inflation  Impact  State¬ 
ment  under  Executive />rder  11821  and  OMB 
Circular  A-107.) 

Dated :  October  8,  1976. 

•  James  B.  Rhoads, 

Archivist  of  the  United  States. 

1.  Section  105-61.5201  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  (c)  (4),  (5),  and  (6) 
as  follows: 

§  105—61.5201  Applicability. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  r  •  • 

(4)  census  schedules  (1790-1890).  Re¬ 
production  of  a  census  entry  (i.e.,  a  fam¬ 
ily  unit  or  household)  —$3. 

(5)  Military  service  files  and  pension 
files  more  than  75  years  (dd.  Reproduc¬ 
tion  of  a  military  service  file  (or  selected 
documents  from  the  file  If  volumi¬ 
nous)  — $3. 

(6)  Passenger  lists  more  than  75  year* 
old— $3. 

•  •  _  •  *  -  • 

2.  Section  105-61.5205  Is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  (b)  and  (e)  as 
follows: 

S  105-61.5205  Mad  ordera 

•  *  •  •  • 


(b)  No  additional  fee  is  charged  for 
piostaige  and  handling  reproductimis  that 
are  sent  to  domestic  addresses  at  the 
lowest  rate. 

*  *  *  •  • 

(e)  The  following  fees  for  special 
postal  service  apply  when  the  service  is 
requested  by  the  customer: 


Insmed  mail _ $0. 80 

Certified  mail _  .  60 

Return  receipt _ , _  .  25 

Registered  mail _  2. 10 


When  packages  are  sent  registered  mail, 
both  the  shipping  fee  and  the  special 
postal  service  fee  are  charged  since  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service  chaises  the  airmail 
rate  for  registered  mail. 

3.  Section  105-61.5206  is  revisefi  as 
follows: 

§  105—61.5206  Fee  schedule. 

(a)  Authentication,  $2.00. 

(b)  Still  Photography  (minimum  or¬ 
der,  $3.00) . 

(1)  Copy  Negatives  (black  and  white). 


4  in  by  6  ln._ . . $3. 1(K 

8  in  by  10  in _  4. 75 

(2)  Aerial  Prints  (black  and  white). 

10  in  by  10  in  or  smaUer,  contact _ $3. 60 

10  in  by  10  in  enlargement _  3. 60 

14  in  by  14  in _  4. 70 

18  in  by  18  in _  6. 65 

20  in  by  24  in _  6.  65 

27  in  by  28  in__ . 13. 00 

40  in  by  41  in _ 18.  50 

Photo — indexes  (usually  20  in  by  24 
in)  . . . . .  6.65 


(3)  Photographic  Prints  (includes 
prints  from  microfilm) . 


Black  and 
white 

Color 

4.00 

10.50 

11  in  by  14  in. . 

4.50 

17.25 

16  in  by  20  in. . 

8.85 

29.50 

12.00 

43.50 

22  in  by  28  in _ _ _ 

12.00 

63.50 

24  in  by  30  in. . 

16.40 

69.50 

30  in  by  40  in. . . 

16.40 

81.50 

Sepia,  add . 7. . 

3.70. 

'  (4)  Slides  and  transparencies. 

Black  and  white: 

2  in  by  2  in  from  existing  negative.  $1 . 40 
Additional  fee  when  negative  miist 


be  made _  2. 60 

Color: 

2  in  by  2  in _ _  1. 30 

4  in  by  6  In _  8.25 

8  in  by  10  in _ 13. 30 

(5)  Photostat. 

Paper  (up  to  17  in  by  23  in) _ $2. 50 

Film: 

8)4  in  by  12  In -  2. 30 

17  in  by  23  in _  S.  60 


(6)  Diazo  (per  foot) ,  $0.80. 

(7)  Drymounting  (per  square  foot). 

$1.10. 

(8)  Red  line  facsimile  (for  public 
laws).  $4.60. 

(9>  105  mm.  Microfilm  Prints. 

18  in  by  24  in  paper  copy _ $1. 45 

(c)  Microfilm. 


14  mm 

35  mm 

(1)  Negative  (per  bame;  mtnlmnm 

a  10 

a  10 

(2)  Positive  (per  foot;  minimum  or- 

.12 

.14 

(3)  Duplicate  negative  (per  foot;  min¬ 
imum  order  $6) _ 

.14 

.16 

(d)  Electrostatic  copying. 


(1)  Paper  to  paper  (up  to  8)4  in  by  14 
in) : 

Customer  tabs  documents  for 

copying  _ $0. 15 

NARS  Identifies  documents  for 
copying  _  .20 

(2)  Oversized  electrostatic  copies  (per 

foot)  _ 75 

(3)  Microfilm  to  paper. 

Prom  negative  (Copyflo,  per  foot; 

minimum  (»'der.  $10.00) _ $1.35 

From  positive  (per  frame) : 

When  work  is  done  by  customer 
(up  to  8)4  in  by  14  in  per 

frame) _ _ _  .  15 

When  work  is  done  by  NARS 

(minimum  order) _  2.00 

Nonconsective  frames  or  first  of  con¬ 
secutive  frame,  any  size _  .75 

Consecutive  or  duplicate  frames: 

Up  to  8)4  in  by  14  in _  .  25 

11  in  by  17  in _  .35. 

18  in  by  24  in _ : _  .  45 


(e)  Motion  pictures  (minimum  order 
$24.00) . 


35  mm 

16  mm 

16  mm 
bom 

35  mm 

Per  foot: 

Master  positive . . 

020 

a  17 

019 

Duplicate  negative . . 

.26 

.20 

.22 

Projection  print.. . 

.18 

.16 

.18 

Reversal _ 

.21 

.21 

Sound  track _ 

.18 

.16 

.18 

Composite,  add . . 

.02 

.02 

.04 

(f)  Sound  recordings. 

Reel  to  reel  or  casette: 

7)4  min _ 

.  $6.20 

15  min  .  .  . 

-  7. 25 

22)4 

.  8.30 

30  min _ 

.  9.20 

37)4  mbi _ 

10.50 

46  min _ 

.  11.30 

52*4  min 

.  12.60 

60  ^n _ .t_ 

.  13.20 

(g)  Machine-readable  records. 

Tape-to-tape  copying  (per  reel) _ $60. 00 

Tape-to-printout  copying  (computer 
processing  time  per  hour;  mini¬ 
mum  order  $25.00) _ 150.  00 

Tape-to-prlntout  extract  (computer 
processing  time  per  ho\ir;  mini¬ 
mum  order  $25.00) _ 160.  00 

Tape-to-tape  extract  ($60.00  per 
reel  plus  computer  processing 
time.  Minimum  order  $25.00;  per 

hour) -  150.  00 

Card-to-card  (per  card;  minimiim  or¬ 
der  $10.00) _ :  .02 

(h)  Technical  services. 


1 

Regular 

Overtime 

(1)  Projectionist  (per  hour) _ 

$19.00 

$26.00 

(9  Photographer  or  other  (per 
hour). 

14.00 

18.00 

(3)  Microfllm  preparation . 

14.00 

18.00 
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(1)  Unlisted  processes.  Fees  for  repro- 
ductl<m  processes  not  listed  In  this  S  105- 
61.5206  are  computed  upon  request. 

4.  Section  105-61.5207  is  revised  as 
follows; 

§  10S76 1.5207  Paymrnl  of  fe€*s. 

Pees  may  be  paid  in  cash  or  by  check, 
or  by  money  order  made  payable  to  the 
National  Archives  Trust  Fund.  Remit¬ 
tances  from  outside  the  United  States 
must  be  made  by  international  money 
order  payable  in  U.S.  dollars.  Fees  must 
be  paid  in  advance  except  when  the  ap¬ 
propriate  director  approves  a  request  for 
handling  them  on  an  account  receivable 
basis.  Accoimts  more  than  90  days  over¬ 
due  are  subject  to  late  charges  of  12 
percent  per  year.  Purchasers  with  special 
billing  requirements  must  stat^  them 
when  placing  orders  and  must  complete 
special  forms  for  NARS  approval.  When 
special  billing  forms  are  not  submitted 
with  the  order  or  are  completed  by 
NARS,  there  is  an  added  $5.00  service 
charge. 

5.  Section  105-61.5208  is  revised  as 
follows; 

§  105-^1.5208  EfTevtive  date. 

The  fees  in  S  105-61.5206  are  effective 
beginning  October  12,  1976,  and  ending 
on  September  30,  1977.  Orders  received 
after  September  30,  1976,  will  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  fees  in  effect  at  that  time. 
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Title  42— Public  HeaHh 

CHAPTER  I— PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION, 
AND  WELFARE 

SUBCHAPTER  G— OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND 
HEALTH  RESEARCH  AND  RELATED  ACTIVITIES 

PART  85a— OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND 
HEALTH  INVESTIGATIONS  OF  PLACES 
OF  EMPLOYMENT 

On  June  24,  1975,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  was  published  in  the  Fkoeral 
Register  (40  FR  26530)  to  add  a  new 
Part  85a  to  Title  42,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations.  As  proposed,  the  part  set 
forth  the  manner  in  which  the  National 
Institute  for  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  (NIOSH),  Center  for  Disease 
Control,  will  conduct  investigations  of 
places  of  onployment  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  20  of  the  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Act  of  1970  (29  U.S.C.  669). 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  the 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule- 
mftMng  through  the  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  Seventy-eight  letters  were  re¬ 
ceived  frdm  trade  associations,  state 
governments,  environmental  groups,  and 
labor  representatives.  All  commoits  have 
been  considered  and  the  major  ccunments 
and  principal  changes  to  the  proposal  are 
summarize  below. 

Section  85a.2 — ^Definitions 

Definitions  for  "Informed  consent"  and 
"legally  authorized  r^resentative"  were 
added  to  clarify  what  protection  NIOSH 
must  give  to  employees  prior  to  the  con¬ 
duct  medical  examinations,  anthro¬ 
pometric  measurem^ts,  and  standard¬ 


ized  and  experimental  functional  tests  as 
stipulated  in  f  85a.5(d) .  These  definitions 
are  the  scune  as  those  promulgated  by 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  in  the  regulation  on  protec¬ 
tion  of  human  subjects  (45  C!FR  Part  46) . 

Section  85a.3 — Authoritt  for  Investi¬ 
gations  OF  Places  of  Employment 

Twenty-two  (22)  comments  ques¬ 
tioned  NIOSH’s  authority  to  conduct  the 
investigations  of  places  of  employment 
and  declared  that  these  investigations 
duplicate  and  overlap  inspections  con¬ 
ducted  by  the  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration  (OSHA) .  Twenty- 
two  (22)  comments  questioned  NIOSH’s 
authority  to  review,  duplicate  and  ab¬ 
stract  “employment  records,  medical 
records,  other  records  •  •  •”  and  a  few 
questioned  NIOSH’s  authority  to  conduct 
“medical  examinations,  anthropometric 
measurements  and  standardized  and 
functional  tests  of  employees.”  By  virtue 
of  section  20(b)  of  the  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1970,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
is  authorized  to  conduct  investigatlixis  oi 
places  of  employment  and  to  question 
employers  and  employees,  as  provided  in 
Section  8  of  the  Act,  in  order  to  carry 
out  his  section  20  functions  and  re^X)n- 
sibilities.  The  review,  duplication,  or  ab¬ 
straction  of  employment  records,  as  well 
as  medical  examinations  and  tests  of 
consenting  employees,  are  an  integral 
part  of  the  investigative  authority  and 
are  necessary  to  carry  out  Section  20 
fimctions  and  responsibilities.  For  those 
concerned  with  possible  duplication  and 
overlap  between  NIOSH  and  OSHA  in 
this  area,  it  is  important  to  note  that 
NIOSH  investigations  of  places  of  em¬ 
ployment  are  conducted  primarily  for 
the  purposes  of  research,  as  required  by 
section  20  of  the  Act.  The  Occupatlimal 
Safety  and  Health  Administration  con¬ 
ducts  inspections  of  places  of  employ¬ 
ment  for  the  purpose  of  determining  em¬ 
ployer  compliance  with  occupational 
safety  and  health  standards  established 
pursuant  to  Section  6  of  the  Act  and 
recordkeeping  requirements  established 
pursuant  to  Section  8  of  the  Act.  Elvery’ 
attempt  is  made  by  NIOSH  to  avoid  du¬ 
plication  of  ^ort  with  OSHA  that  would 
place  additional  and  undue  burdens  on 
employers.  To  this  end,  the  r^ulations 
require  the  NIOSH  authorized  r^re- 
sentatives  to  notify  the  aiH>roprlate 
OSHA  Assistant  Regional  Director  of 
poidlng  NIOSH  investigations  (S  85a.4 
(a)  (3)  and  (b) ). 

With  respect  to  the  use  by  NIOSH  of 
employment  records,  medical  records, 
etc.,  which  was  mentioned  in  several 
comments.  §  85a.3(a)  now  provides  that 
systems  of  records  in  the  custody  of 
NIOSH  are  subject  to  the  requirements 
of  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974  (6  U.S.C.  552a) 
and  the  implementing  Departmental  reg¬ 
ulation  (45  CFR  Part  5b) . 

Section  85a.4 — ^E^ocbdxjres  for  Initiat¬ 
ing  Investigations  of  Places  of  Em¬ 
ployment 

Twenty-four  (24)  comments  indicated 
NIOSH  should  provide  advance  notice 


for  all  site  visits  and  that  lack  of  such 
notice  detracts  from  the  research  aspects 
of  the  site  visits,  placing  these  visits  in 
the  realm  of  an  OSHA  compliance  in¬ 
spection.  NIOSH’s  position  on  advance 
notice  is  that  in  nearly  all  cases  advance 
notice  will  be  given  to  the  place  of  em¬ 
ployment  concerning  a  proposed  site 
visit,  and  the  details  concerning  the  visit, 
such  as  time,  date,  etc.,  will  be  agreed 
upon.  However,  NIOSH  must  retain  the 
right  to  withhold  such  advance  notice 
from  the  place  of  employment  in  those 
Instances  where  previously  gathered 
facts  indicate  the  notice  would  adversely 
affect  the  validity  and  effectiveness  of 
the  Investigation.  Also,  NIOSH  cannot 
identify  a  specific  time  period  for  ad¬ 
vance  notice  because  of  emergency  re¬ 
search  situations  that  require  immediate 
action  (e.g.,  the  recent  episode  with 
health  hazm’ds  associated  with  vinyl 
chloride  required  a  spontaneous  research 
effort  and  subsequent  short  advance  no¬ 
tice  for  site  visits).  For  these  reasons, 

S  85a.4(b)  was  not  revised  substantively. 

Seven  (7)  comments  indicated  that 
NIOSH  should  not  notify  unions  of  in¬ 
vestigations  of  places  of  employment  and 
that  such  notification  detracts  frmn  the 
research  aspects  of  the  investigations 
and  nothing  can  be  gained  from  such  an 
interaction.  NIOSH  consistently  has 
maintained  that  to  conduct  the  research 
mandated  by  the  Act  properly,  timely  in¬ 
put  must  be  obtained  from  all  parties 
involved,  including  labor  and  industry. 
To  fulfill  this  responsibility  in  regard  to 
labor  unions  (Le.,  the  responsibility  to 
question  employees  as  provided  in  sec¬ 
tion  8  of  the  Act  in  order  to  carry  out 
section  20  functions  and  responsibilities) , 
it  is  necessary  that  (1)  the  employees  be 
notified  through  their  local  imion  repre- 
sentative(s)  concemhig  pending  investi¬ 
gation  by  NIOSH;  (2)  such  notification 
be  provided  to  ui  identified  labor  spokes¬ 
man  to  avoid  confusion  and  rumor;  and 
(3)  NKDSH,  rather  than  the  employer, 
provide  the  notification  so  that  the  im¬ 
partiality  of  the  Federal  Government  is 
maintained.  For  these  reasons,  a  sub¬ 
stantive  revision  was  not  made  to  §  85a.4 
(a) (2) . 

One  (1)  comment  questioned  whether 
NIOSH  would  conduct  an  investigation 
of  a  place  of  employment  where  there 
already  was  an  alleged  OSHA  violation. 
Under  these  circumstances,  generally 
NIOSH  would  not  conduct  a  site  visit. 
If  for  some  reason,  such  a  visit  was  of 
prime  importance  to  a  research  project 
and  no  other  place  of  emplosmirat  would 
suffice,  the  details  and  guiddines  for  the 
investigation  would  be  agreed  upon  be¬ 
tween  OSHA  and  NIOSH.  Also,  in  many 
Instances,  the  area  of  the  place  of  em¬ 
ployment  which  NIOSH  desires  to  visit 
may  not  be  the  subject  of  the  alleged 
violation  and,  therefore,  NIOSH  could 
proceed  with  the  investigation  after  the 
routine  consultation  with  OSHA. 

Section  85a.5 — Conduct  of  Investiga¬ 
tions  OF  Places  of  Employment 

Twoity-one  (21)  comments  ques¬ 
tioned  whether  the  employer  had  been 
given  all  his  legal  rights  concerning 
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trade  secrets  in  §  85a.5(b).  NIOSH  is  of 
the  opinion  that  the  approach  utilized 
in  S  85a.5  (b)  for  handling  trade  secret 
information  is  reasonable  and  appropri¬ 
ate  as  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  the 
same  provision  has  been  utilized  suc¬ 
cessfully  by  NIOSH  in  the  health  hazard 
evaluation  program  (42  CPR  85.7(b)). 
It  is  noted  that  while  these  regulations 
authorize  the  Director,  NIOSH,  to  make 
final  determinations  as  to  whether  in¬ 
formation  is,  in  fact,  a  trade  secret, 
trade  secret  designations  generally  will 
not  be  questioned.  The  determination  to 
remove  a  trade  secret  designation  will  be 
made  by  the  Director,  NIOSH,  only  in  a 
clear  case.  Even  in  such  rare  cases,  em¬ 
ployers  would  have  a  reasonable  period 
of  time  to  take  whatever  action  tliey 
deemed  necessary  to  protect  their  in¬ 
terests.  Therefore,  this  paragraph  of  the 
regulation  has  not  been  rdVised. 

Seventeen  (17)  comments  argued  that 
the  use  of  contractors  and  consultants  as 
NIOSH  authorized  representatives  could 
compromise  the  effectiveness  of  the  in¬ 
vestigations  and  that  these  contractors 
could  especially  be  a  problem  where 
trade  secret  information  was  involved. 
Consultants  are  special  employees  and 
are  held  to  the  same  standards  of  con¬ 
duct  as  regular  NIOSH  employees  while 
performing  their  official  duties.  Never¬ 
theless.  in  those  instances  where  con¬ 
tractors  and  consultants  are  used  to  con¬ 
duct  investigations,  NIOSH  recognizes 
the  problem  an  employer  might  have 
with  revealing  trade  secret  information 
to  these  individuals.  Therefore,  §  85a.5 

(b)  has  been  revised  to  provide  that  em¬ 
ployers  may,  after  advising  the  NIOSH* 
contractor  or  consultant  in  writing, 
withhold  information  deemed  to  be  a 
trade  secret  from  such  NIOSH  author¬ 
ized  representatives  or  prohibit  entry 
into  areas  containing  trade  secrets  in  the 
place  of  employment.  In  these  instances, 
NIOSH  regular  employees  will  then  ob¬ 
tain  the  information  or  enter  the  subject 
area  of  the  place  of  employment. 

Eleven  (11)  comments  indicated 
§  85a.5(c)  was  not  clear  in  regard  to 
whether  or  not  a  representative  of  the 
employer  would  be  allowed  to  accom¬ 
pany  the  NIOSH  authorized  represent¬ 
atives  during  a  site  visit.  Section  85a.5 

(c)  (3)  has  been  revised  to  clarify  that  a 
representative  of  the  employer  will,  in 
all  Instances,  be  permitted  to  accom¬ 
pany  the  NIOSH  authorized  represent¬ 
atives  during  a  site  visit  of  a  place  of 
employment.  Section  85a.5(c)  also  has 
further  been  revised  to  permit  accom¬ 
paniment  by, a  thh-d  pai^y  where  good 
cause  has  been  shown  that  it  is  reason¬ 
ably  necessary  to  the  conduct  of  an  ef¬ 
fective  site  visit. 

Section  85a.6 — Provision  op  Suitable 

Space  for  Employee  Interviews  and 

Examinations 

Seven  (7)  comments  indicated  that  in 
all  instances  employers  should  not  be  re¬ 
quired  to  provide  suitable  space  for  in¬ 
terviews,  medical  examinations,  and' 


other  testing.  The  specific  example  given 
was  the  construction  industry  where  such 
space  would  not  normally  be  available. 
The  provision  of  suitable  space  for  em¬ 
ployee  medical  examinations,  interviews, 
and  other  testing  is  required  by  the  reg¬ 
ulation  only  if  such  space  is  reasonably 
available. 

Twenty-six  (26)  comments  indicated 
NIOSH  should  reimburse  employers  for 
lost  time  during  medical  examinations 
and  other  testing.  There  is  no  statutory 
requirement  for  NIOSH  to  pay  for  loss 
of  work  time  incurred  by  employees  dur¬ 
ing  the  conduct  of  medical  examinations, 
etc.  NIOSH  considers  such  examinations 
and  testing  an  extension  of  employee  in¬ 
terviews  authorized  by  section  8(a)  (2) 
of  the  Act,  which  does  not  provide  for 
reimbursement  of  the  employer  for  the 
time  required  to  interview  employees.  It 
should  be  noted  when  NIOSH  conducts 
medical  examinations  and  other  testing 
of  employees  during  investigations  of 
places  of  employment,  every  attempt  is 
made  to  conduct  such  examinations  and 
other  testing  at  times  to  minimize  or 
avoid  any  loss  of  time  to  the  employer 
and  employee.  Generally,  one  or  two  em¬ 
ployees  of  a  given  job-type  can  be  rotated 
off  the  job  for  the  required  testing  time 
without  interfering  with  production  or 
causing  lost  time.  Thus,  §  85a.6  has  not 
been  revised  except  for  wording  clari¬ 
fication. 

Section  85a.7 — Imminent  Dangers 

Eight  (8)  comments  indicated  NIOSH 
does  not  have  the  authority  to  “declare” 
an  imminent  danger  and  the  use  of  this 
term  in  the  regulation  should  be  better 
drflned  and  be  more  consistent  with  the 
Act  and  the  mandates  of  OSHA.  NIOSH 
does  not  have  the  authority  to  declare  an 
“imminent  danger”  and  there  is  not  such 
a  declaration  in  §  85a.7.  Trained  NIOSH 
representatives  do,  however,  notify 
OSHA,  appropriate  state  agencies,  the 
employer  and  employees  of  the  existence 
of  occupational  conditions  that  could  be 
expe<^d  to  cause  death  or  serious  phys¬ 
ical  harm  if  not  immediately  corrected. 
NIOSH  will  continue  to  advise  appro¬ 
priate  persons  of  the  existence  of  such 
conditions  and  §  85a.7  remains  un¬ 
changed.  “Imminent  danger”  is  not  de¬ 
fined  in  the  regulation  and,  therefore,  as 
indicated  in  $  85a.2,  the  term  has  the 
same  meaning  given  it  in  the  Act. 

Section  85a.8 — Reporting  of  Results 

OF  Investigations  of  Places  of  Em¬ 
ployment 

Thirteen  (13)  comments  indicated 
employers  should  be  given  the  results  of 
an  individual  employee’s  medical  exami¬ 
nation  and  other  tests.  Section  85a.8(b) 
provides  that  NIOSH  will  release  such 
records  only  with  the  written  consent  of 
the  employee.  In  the  absence  of  a  writ¬ 
ten  consent  by  the  employee,  NIOSH  is 
prohibited  by  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974  (5 
U.S.C,  552a)  and  the  Implementing  De¬ 
partmental  regulation  (45  CPR  Part  5b) 
from  releasing  the  results  of  the  em¬ 
ployee’s  medical  examination  and  tests 
to  ^Ird  parties. 


Seven  (7)  comments  questioned  the 
need  to  make  public  the  names  of  the 
places  of  employment  upon  which  re¬ 
ports  are  written.  Under  the  provisions 
of  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  552)  NIOSH  must  release  to  the 
public  the  names  of  places  of  employ¬ 
ment  where  investigations  have  been 
conducted,  as  well  as  the  specific  reports 
that  have  been  prepared.  This  release 
is  made  only  upon  request,  however,  and 
places  of  employment  are  not  Identified 
in  the  findings  of  a  total  investigation  as 
stated  in  §  85a.8(c) . 

Three  (3)  comments  asserted  that 
NIOSH  should  not  only  release  to  the 
employer  specific  final  reports  but  should 
also  release,  upon  request,  the  data  that 
went  into  developing  the  reports.  Sec¬ 
tion  85a.8(a)  (1)  has  been  revised  to 
provide  that  NIOSH  will  release  to  the 
employer,  upon  request,  the  data  used 
to  compile  the  specific  reports  mentioned 
in  this  subparagraph,  except  that  data 
wifi  not  be  released  in  a  form  that  is 
individually  identifiable,  i.e.,  in  a  man¬ 
ner  in  which  information  concerning  an 
employee  could  be  connected  with  that 
employee. 

It  also  was  urged  that  employers 
should  have  the  right  to  review  “specific 
reports”  mentioned  in  §  85a.8(a)  (1)  not 
only  for  trade  secret  Information  but  also 
for  inaccuracies.  NIOSH  agrees  and 
§85a.8(a)(l)  has  been  revised,  accord¬ 
ingly. 

Section  85a.8  also  has  been  revised  to 
provide: 

1 .  That  in  certain  types  of  NIOSH  site 
visits,  where  a  specific  report  is  not  re¬ 
quired  or  is  not  useful,  a  closing  confer¬ 
ence  in  lieu  of  such  a  report  will  be  held 
at  the  place  of  employment  with  those 
individuals  participating  in  the  site  visit. 
This  closing  conference  is  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  discussing  the  findings  of  the  site 
visit  and  appropriate  recommendations. 

2.  For  further  explanation  In  5  85a.8 
(b)  (1)  of  the  personal  rights  of  an  em¬ 
ployee  concerning  records  of  medical  ex¬ 
aminations  and  other  tests. 

General 

A  number  of  those  submitting  com¬ 
ments  requested  that  NIOSH  hold  a  pub¬ 
lic  hearing  concerning  these  regulations. 
There  is  no  legal  requirement  that 
NIOSH  grant  a  public  hearing.  Since  two 
months  were  provided  for  the  submission 
of  written  comments  and  the  comments 
received  have  been  carefully  considered, 
it  has  been  determined  that  a  hearing  on 
the  issues  raised  would  not  be  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest. 

Therefore,  a  new  Part  85a,  as  set  forth 
below,  is  added  to  Title  42,  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations,  effective  Novwnber  15, 
1976. 

Dated:  April  14,  1976. 

Theodorx  Co<x>xr. 

Assistant  Secretary  lor  Heaith,  ^ 

Approved:  October  7, 1976. 

Marjoru  Lynch, 

A^ng  Secretary. 
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Authobitt:  Sec.  8(g),  84  Stat.  1600;  29 
U.S.C.  667(g). 

S  85a.l  Applicability. 

(a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section,  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  part  are  applicable  to  in¬ 
vestigations  of  places  of  employment 
which  are  conducted  by  NIOSH  pursuant 
to  sections  20  and  8  of  the  Occupational 
Safe^  ancTHealth  Act  of  1970. 

(b)  The  provisions  of  this  part  do  not 
apply  to  ^ose  activities  covered  by  Part 
85  of  this  chapter. 

§  85a.2  Definitions. 

Any  term  defined  in  the  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1970  and  not 
defined  below  shall  have  the  meaning 
given  it  in  the  Act.  As  used  in  this  part: 

(a)  “Act”  means  the  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1970  (29  U.S.C. 
651  etseq.). 

(b)  “Assistant  Regional  Director” 
means  any  one  of  the  ten  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administration  Assist¬ 
ant  Regional  Directors  for  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health. 

(c)  “Informed  consent”  means  the 
knowing  consent  of  an  individual  or  his 
legally  authorized  representative,  so  sit¬ 
uated  as  to  be  able  to  exercise  free  power 
of  choice  without  undue  inducement  or 
any  element  of  force,  fraud,  deceit,  du¬ 
ress,  or  other  form  of  constraint  or  coer¬ 
cion.  The  basic  elements  of  information 
necessary  to  such  consent  include: 

(1)  A  fair  explanation  of  the  proce¬ 
dures  to  be  followed,  and  their  purposes, 
including  identification  of  any  proce¬ 
dures  which  are  experimental : 

(2)  A  description  of  any  attendant 
discomforts  and  risks  reasonably  to  be 
expected; 

(3)  A  description  of  any  benefits  rea¬ 
sonably  to  be  expected ; 

(4)  A  disclosure  of  any  appropriate 
alternative  procedures  that  might  be  ad¬ 
vantageous  for  the  subject; 

(5)  An  offer  to  answer  any  inquiries 
concerning  the  procedures;  and 

(6)  An  Instruction  that  the  iierson  is 
free  to  withdraw  his  consentlmd  to  dis¬ 
continue  participation  in  the  investiga¬ 
tion  any  time  without  prejudice  to  the 
subject. 

(d)  ‘Investigation”  means  research 
projects,  experiments,  demonstrations, 
stupes  and  similar  activities  of  NIOSH 
which  are  conducted  pursuant  to  section 
20  of  the  Act. 

(e)  “Legally  authorized  representa¬ 
tive”  means  an  Individual  or  Judicial  or 
other  body  authorized  under  applicable 


law  to  consent  on  behalf  of  a  prospective 
subject  to  such  subject’s  participation  in 
the  particular  activity  or  procedmre. 

(f)  “NIOSH”  means  the  National  In¬ 
stitute  for  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  of  the  Center  for  Disease  C(m- 
trol.  Public  Health  Service,  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare. 

(g)  “NIOSH  authorized  representa¬ 
tive”  means  a  person  authorized  by 
NIOSH  to  conduct  investigations  cff 
places  of  employment,  including  any  per¬ 
son  that  is  fulfilling  a  contract  agree¬ 
ment  with  NIOSH  or  is  serving  as  an  ex¬ 
pert  or  consultant  to  NIOSH  pursuant 
to  the  Act. 

(h)  “NIOSH  Regional  Office”  means 
any  one  of  the  ten  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  Regional  Offices, 
the  addresses  of  which  are  specified  in 
§  5.31  of  Title  45,  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations. 

(1)  “Place  of  employment”  means  any 
factory,  plant,  establishment,  construc¬ 
tion  site,  or  other  area,  workplace  or  en¬ 
vironment  where  work  is  performed  by 
any  employee  of  an  employer. 

§  85a.3  Authority  for  investigations  of 
places  of  employment. 

(a)  NIOSH  authorized  representatives 
who  have  been  issued  official  NIOSH  cre¬ 
dentials  are  authorized  by  the  Director, 
NIOSH,  for  the  purpose  of  section  20  of 
the  Act  and  this  part  and  pursuant  to 
section  8  of  the  Act:  To  enter  without 
delay  any  place  of  emplo3nnent  for  the 
purpose  of  conducting  Investigations  of 
all  pertinent  processes,  conditions,  struc¬ 
tures,  machines,  ai^aratus,  devices, 
equipment,  and  materia  within'^  the 
place  of  emplo3unent;  and  to  conduct 
medical  examinations,  anthropometric 
measurements  and  functional  tests  of 
employees  within  the  place  of  employ¬ 
ment  as  may  be  directly  related  to  the 
specific  investigation  being  con(!tucted. 
Such  investigrations  will  be  conducted  in 
a  reasonable  manner,  during  regular 
working  hours  or  at  other  reasonable 
times  and  within  reasonable  limits.  In 
connection  with  any  investigations,  such 
NIOSH  authorized  representatives  may 
question  privately  any  employer,  owner, 
operator,  agent,  or  employee  from  the 
place  of  employment;  and  review,  ab¬ 
stract,  or  duplicate  emplojonent  records, 
medical  records,  records  required  by  the 
Act  and  regulations,  and  other  rented 
records.  In  ^ose  instances  where  systons 
of  records  subject  to  review,  abstraction 
or  duplication  are  of  a  confidential  na¬ 
ture,  such  as  medical  records,  and  are  ab¬ 
stracted  or  duplicated,  NIOSH  will  main¬ 
tain  such  systems  in  accordance  with 
the  Privacy  Act  of  1974  (5  tT.S.C.  S52a) 
and  the  implementing  regutetion  of  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  (45  CFR  Part  6b) . 

(b)  Areas  imder  investigation  which 
contain  information  classified  by  any 
agency  of  the  United  States  Government 
in  the  interest  of  national  security  will 
be  investigated  only  by  NIOSH  author¬ 
ized  representatives  who  have  obtained 
the  appropriate  security  clearance  and 
authorization. 


§  85a.4  Procedures  for  initiating  investi¬ 
gations  of  places  of  enployment. 

(a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section.  NIOSH 
authorized  representatives  will  contact 
an  official  representative  of  the  place  of 
employment  prior  to  any  site  visits  and 
will  provide  the  details  of  why  an  investi¬ 
gation  of  the  place  of  employment  is 
being  conducted.  Prior  to  the  initiation 
of  a  site  visit  of  a  place  of  employment, 
representatives  of  the  following  organi¬ 
zations  will  be  advised  of  the  site  visit 
and  the  reason  for  its  conduct: 

(1)  The  appropriate  State  agency  des¬ 
ignated  under  section  18(b)  of  the  Act, 
or  if  the  State  has  been  preempted  as 
provided  under  the  Act,  the  State  agency 
which,  in  the  Judgment  of  NIOSH,  would 
benefit  the  most  from  the  investigation’s 
findings; 

(2)  If  there  is  a  local  union  at  the  place 
of  employment,  the  local  president,  busi¬ 
ness  manager  or  other  appropriate  indi¬ 
vidual;  and 

(3)  The  appropriate  Assistant  Regional 
Director. 

(b)  Advance  notice  of  site  visits  will 
not  be  given  to  the  place  of  employment 
or  local  union  at  the  place  of  employ¬ 
ment  when,  in  the  Judgment  of  the 
NIOSH  authorized  representatives,  giv¬ 
ing  such  notice  would  adversely  affect  the 
validity  and  effectiveness  of  an  investi¬ 
gation.  Those  individuals  and  organiza¬ 
tions  specified  in  S  85a.4(a)  (1)  and  (3) 
will  be  notified  prior  to  Uie  initiati<m  of 
such  a  site  visit.  After  the  site  visit  has 
been  initiated,  and,  as  socm  as  possible 
thereafter,  NIOSH  authorized  repre¬ 
sentatives  will  contact  those  individuals 
specified  in  S  85a.4(a)  (2)  concerning  the 
nature  and  details  of  the  site  visit. 

(c)  In  those  instances  where  site  visits 
are  not  necessary  to  the  conduct  of  an 
investigation,  the  NIOSH  authorized  rep¬ 
resentatives  will  contact  an  official  rep¬ 
resentative  of  the  idace  of  emplojopent 
either  verbally  or  through  a  written  com¬ 
munication  and  provide  the  details  of 
why  an  investigation  of  the  place  of  em- 
ploment  is  being  conducted.  If  appro¬ 
priate,  the  NIOSH  authorized  represent¬ 
atives  will  contact  those  individuals  stip¬ 
ulated  in  paragraphs  (a)  (1) .  (a)  (2) ,  and 
(a)  (3)  of  this  section  about  the  nature 
and  details  of  the  investigation. 

§  85a.5  Conduct  of  investigation!)  of 
places  of  employment. 

(a)  (1)  Prior  to  beginning  a  site  visit, 
NIOSH  authorized  representatives  will 
present  their  credentials  to  the  employer, 
owner,  operator  or  agent  in  charge  at 
the  place  of  employment,  explain  the  na¬ 
ture,  purpose  and  scope  of  the  investiga¬ 
tion  and  the  records  specified  in  $  85a.3 
which  they  wish  to  review,  abstract  or 
duplicate. 

(2)  In  those  instances  where  site  vis¬ 
its  are  not  necessary  to  the  conduct  of 
an  investigation  and  the  initial  contact 
is  made  verbally.  NIOSH  authorized  rep¬ 
resentatives  will,  at  the  request  the 
employer,  owner,  operator  or  agent  in 
charge  at  the  place  of  employment,  pro¬ 
vide  a  written  explanation  of  the  nature. 
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purpose  and  scope  of  the  investigation 
and  the  records  specified  in  f  85a.3  which 
they  wish  to  review,  abstract  or  dupli¬ 
cate. 

(b)(1)  At  the  commencement  of  an  in¬ 
vestigation,  the  employer,  owner,  oper¬ 
ator  or  agent  in  charge  at  the  place  of 
employment  shall  precisely  identify  that 
information  which  is  trade  secret  and 
might  be  seen  or  obtained  by  the  NIOSH 
authorized  representatives  during  the  in¬ 
vestigation.  If  the  NIOSH  authorized 
representatives  have  no  clear  reason  to 
question  such  identification,  such  infor¬ 
mation  will  not  be  disclosed  by  NIOSH 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  15  of  the  Act.  Generally,  NIOSH  will 
not  question  trade  secret  designations; 
however,  if  NIOSH  at  any  time  does 
question  such  identification,  not  less 
than  15  days’  notice  to  the  employer, 
owner,  operator  or  agent  will  be  given 
of  the  intention  to  remove  the  trade 
secret  designation  from  such  informa¬ 
tion.  The  employer,  owner,  operator  or 
agent  may  within  that  period  submit  a 
request  to  the  Director,  NIOSH,  to  re¬ 
consider  this  intention  and  may  provide 
additional  information  in  support  of  the 
trade  secret  designation.  The  Director, 
NIOSH,  will  notify  the  employer,  owner, 
operator  or  agent  in  writing  of  the  de¬ 
cision  which  will  become  effective  no 
sooner  than  15  days  after  the  date  of 
such  notice. 

(2)  In  those  instances  where  the 
NIOSH  authorized  representative  is  a 
person  fulfilling  a  contract  agreement 
with  NIOSH  or  is  serving  as  an  expert  or 
consultant  to  NIOSH  pursuant  to  the 
Act,  the  employer,  owner,  operator  or 
agent  in  charge  at  the  place  of  employ¬ 
ment  may,  after  advising  the  NIOSH 
contractor  or  consultant  in  writing,  elect 
to  withhold  information  deemed  to  be  a 
trade  secret  from  such  a  NIOSH  author¬ 
ized  representative  or  prohibit  entry  into 
the  area  of  the  place  of  employment 
where  such  entry  will  reveal  trade  se¬ 
crets.  In  those  instances,  where  the  sub¬ 
ject  information  is  needed  or  access  to 
the  area  of  the  place  of  employment  is 
necessary,  in  the  judgment  of  NIOSH,  to 
fulfill  the  goals  of  the  investigation, 
NIOSH  regular  employees  will  then  ob¬ 
tain  the  information  or  enter  the  sul  ject 
area  of  the  place  of  employment. 

(c)(1)  NIOSH  authorized  representa¬ 
tives  will  be  in  charge  of  site  visits  con¬ 
ducted  pursuant  to  this  part. 

(2)  Where  there  is  a  request  by  the 
representative  of  the  State  agency  and/ 
or  employees,  who  were  notified  pursuant 
to  §  85a.4(a)  (1)  or  §  85a.4(a)  (2)  to  ac¬ 
company  the  NIOSH  authorized  repre¬ 
sentatives  during  the  site  visit  of  the 
place  of  employment,  the  NIOSH  au¬ 
thorized  representatives  will  allow  this 
request  if  they  determine  that  this  will 
aid  the  investigation;  or  where,  in  the 
judgment  of  the  NIOSH  authorized  rep¬ 
resentatives,  good  cause  has  been  shown 
why  accompaniment  by  a  third  party 
who  is  not  an  employee  of  the  employer 
is  reasonably  necessary  to  the  conduct  of 
an  effective  and  thorough  site  visit,  they 
may  permit  such  third  party  to  accom¬ 
pany  them  during  the  site  visit:  Provide 
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ed,  however.  That  access  by  such  per- 
son(s)  to  areeus  described  in  §  85a.5(c) 
(4)  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  such  provision  and  access 
to  areas  containing  trade  secrets  shaU  be 
with  the  consent  of  the  employer,  owner, 
operator  nr  agent  in  charge  at  the  place 
of  employment. 

( 3 )  NIOSH  authorized  representatives 
are  authorized  to  deny  the  right  of  ac¬ 
companiment  under  this  paragraph  to 
any  person  whose  conduct  in  their  judg¬ 
ment  interferes  with  a  fair  and  orderly 
site  visit.  In  all  instances,  a  representa¬ 
tive  of  the  employer  shall  be  permitted 
to  accompany  the  NIOSH  authorized 
representatives  during  the  site  visit  of 
the  place  of  employment. 

(4)  With  regard  to  information  clas¬ 
sified  by  an  agency  of  the  United  States 
Government  in  the  interest  of  national 
security,  only  persons  authorized  to  have 
access  to  such  information  may  accom¬ 
pany  NIOSH  authorized  representatives 
in  areas  containing  such  information. 

(d)  (1)  NIOSH  authorized  representa¬ 
tives  are  authorized;  To  collect  environ¬ 
mental  samples  and  samples  of  sub¬ 
stances;  to  measure  environmental  con¬ 
ditions  and  employee  exposures;  to  take 
or  obtain  photographs,  motion  pictures 
or  video  tapes  related  to  the  purpose  of 
the  investigation;  to  employ  other  rea¬ 
sonable  investigative  techniques,  includ¬ 
ing  medical  examinations,  anthropomet¬ 
ric  measurements  and  standardized  and 
experimental  functional  tests  of  employ¬ 
ees  with  the  informed  consent  of  such 
employees:  to  review,  abstract  and  du¬ 
plicate  such  personnel  records  as  are 
pertinent  to  mortality,  morbidity,  injury, 
safety  and  other  similar  studies;  and  to 
question  and  interview  privately  any  em¬ 
ployer,  owner,  operator,  agent  or  em¬ 
ployee  from  the  place  of  employment. 
The  employer,  owner,  operator,  or  agent 
shall  have  the  opportunity  to  review 
photographs,  motion  pictures  and  video 
tapes  taken  or  obtained  for  the  purpose 
of  identifying  those  which  contain  or 
might  reveal  a  trade  secret. 

(2)  Prior  to  the  conduct  of  medical 
examinations,  antlp'opometric  measure¬ 
ments  or  ftmctional  tests  of  any  em¬ 
ployees,  the  NIOSH  authorized  repre¬ 
sentatives  will  obtain  approval  of  the 
procedures  to  be  utilized  from  the  NIOSH 
Human  Subjects  Review  Board  and  no 
employee  examination,  measurement  or 
test  will  be  undertaken  without  the  in¬ 
formed  consent  of  such  employee. 

(e)  NIOSH  authorized  representatives 
will  comply  with  all  safety  and  health 
rules  and  practices  at  the  place  of  em¬ 
ployment  and  all  NIOSH  and  Occupa¬ 
tional  Safety  and  Health  Administration 
regulations  and  policies  during  a  site  visit 
and  will  provide  and  use  appropriate 
protective  clothing  and  equipment.  In 
situations  requiring  specialized  or  unique 
types  of  protective  equipment,  such 
equipment  shall  be  furnish^  by  the  em¬ 
ployer,  owner,  operator  or  agent  in 
charge  at  the  place  of  emplosonent. 

(f)  The  conduct  of  site  visits  will  be 
such  as  to  preclude  unreasonable  disrup¬ 
tion  of  the  operations  of  the  place  of 
employment. 
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§  85a.6  Provision  of  suitable  space  for 
employee  interviews  and  examina¬ 
tions. 

An  employer,  owner,  operator  or  agent 
in  charge  at  the  place  of  employment 
shall,  on  request  of  the  NIOSH  author¬ 
ized  representatives,  provide  suitable 
space  at  the  place  of  employment,  if  such 
space  is  reasonably  available,  to  NIOSH 
to  conduct  private  interviews  with,  and 
medical  examinations,  anthropometric 
measurements  and  functional  tests  of 
employees.  NIOSH  authorized  represent¬ 
atives  will  consult  with  the  employer, 
owner,  operator  or  agent  as  to  the  time 
and  place  of  the  private  interviews,  med¬ 
ical  examination,  anthropometric  meas¬ 
urements  and  functional  tests  and  will 
schedule  same  so  as  to  avoid  undue  dis¬ 
ruption  of  work  at  the  place  of  employ¬ 
ment.  NIOSH  will  conduct  the  m^ical 
interviews,  measurements,  examinations 
and  tests  specified  under  this  part  at  its 
own  expense. 

§  85a. 7  Imminent  dangers. 

Whenever,  during  the  course  of,  or  as 
a  result  of,  an  investigation  under  this 
part,  the  NIOSH  authorized  representa¬ 
tives  believe  there  is  a  reasonable  basis 
for  an  allegation  of  an  imminent  danger, 
NIOSH  will  immediately  advise  the  em¬ 
ployer,  owner,  operator  or  agent  in 
charge  at  the  place  of  employment  and 
those  employees  who  appear  to  be  in 
immediate  danger  of  such  allegation  and 
will  inform  the  appropriate  Assistant  Re¬ 
gional  Director  and  the  appropriate  State 
agency  designated  under  section  18(b)  of 
the  Act,  or  if  there  is  no  State  agency 
designated  under  section  18(b)  of  the 
Act,  the  appropriate  State  labor  or  health 
agency. 

§  85a. 8  Reporting  of  results  of  investiga¬ 
tions  of  places  of  employment. 

(a)  (1)  Specific  reports  of  investiga¬ 
tions  of  e.*ch  place  of  employment 
under  this  part,  with  identification  of  the 
place  of  employment,  will  be  made  avail¬ 
able  by  NIOSH  to  the  employer,  owner, 
operator  or  agent  in  charge  at  the  place 
of  employment,  with  copies  to  the  appro¬ 
priate  ofiBcials  and  Agencies  notified  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  85a.4(a) .  Prior  to  release  of 
such  reports,  a  preliminary  report  will  be 
sent  by  NIOSH  to  the  employer,  owner, 
operator  or  agent  for  review  for  trade 
secret  information  and  technical  inaccu¬ 
racies  that  may  inadvertently  be  pre¬ 
sented  in  the  report.  If  requested  in  writ¬ 
ing,  the  data  used  to  compile  the  reports 
will  be  made  availabl  i  by  NIOSH  to  the 
employer,  owner,  operator  or  ag^t  in 
charge  at  the  place  of  employment,  ex¬ 
cept  that  data  will  not  be  released  in  a 
form  that  is  individually  identifiable. 

(2)  All  specific  reports  of  investiga¬ 
tions  of  each  place  of  emplosonent 
under  this  part  will  be  available  to  the 
public  from  the  NIOSH  Regional  Con¬ 
sultant  for  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  in  the  appropriate  NIOSH  Re¬ 
gional  Office. 

(3)  In  certain  instances,  specific  re¬ 
ports  of  investigations  of  each  place  of 
employment  will  not  be  prepared.  In 
such  instances,  a  closing  conference  at 
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the  place  of  employment  will  be  con-“ 
ducted  by  the  NIOSH  authorized  repre¬ 
sentatives  and  those  individuals  partici¬ 
pating  in  the  site  visit  to  discuss  the 
findings  of  the  site  visit  and  appropriate 
recommendations. 

(b)  (1)  Any  specific  findings  of  indi¬ 
vidual  employee  medical  examinations, 
anthropometric  measurements  and  func¬ 
tional  tests  will  be  released  by  NIOSH 
authorized  representatives  to  the  com¬ 
pany  physician,  private  physician,  or 
other  person  only  pursuant  to  the  written 
authorization  of  the  employee;  otherwise, 
the  specific  findings  and  other  personal 
records  concerning  individuals  w'ill  be 
maintained  in  accordance  with  45  CFR 
Part  5b  and  section  3  of  the  Privacy  Act 
of  1974  (5  U.S.C.  552a).  Notice  of  all 
NIOSH  systems  of  records  as  defined  in 
45  CFR  5b.l(n)  as  a  result  of  the  investi¬ 
gations  of  places  of  employment  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  part  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  under  Notices  of  Sys¬ 
tems  of  Records  for  the  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare. 

(2)  In  cases  where  an  employee  shows 
positive  significant  medical  findings,  the 
employee  and  the  physic  n(s)  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  employee  imder  §  85a.8(b) 
(1)  will  be  immediately  notified  by 
NIOSH. 

(3)  A  summary  of  the  findings  of  the 
examinations  for  each  employee  will  be 
sent  by  NIOSH  to  the  individual. 

(c)  The  findings  of  a  total  investiga¬ 
tion  generally- will  be  disseminated  as 
part  of  NIOSH  criteria  documents. 
NIOSH  technical  reports,  NIOSH  infor¬ 
mation  packets,  scientific  journals,  pres¬ 
entations  at  technical  meetings,  or  In 
other  similar  manners.  These  findings 
of  a  total  investigation  will  be  presented 
In  a  manner  which  does  not  identify  any 
specific  place  of  employment;  however, 
it  should  be  noted  that  the  specific  re¬ 
ports  of  investigations  of  each  place  of 
emplo3rment  under  this  part  are  subject 
to  mandatory  disclosure,  upon  request, 
under  the  provisicms  of  the  Freedori  of 
Information  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552) . 

[FR  Doc.76-30134  Piled  10-13-76;8:45  am] 


Title  43 — Public  Lands:  Interior 

CHAPTER  II — BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGE¬ 
MENT,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
APPENDIX — PUBLIC  LAND  ORDERS 

[Public  Land  Order  6604;  XJT-6348J 

UTAH 

Reservoir  Site  Restoration  No.  44;  Power- 
site  Restoration  No.  661;  Revocation  of 
Powersite  and  Reservoir  Site  Withdrawals 
in  Whole  or  in  Part 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  In 
the  President  by  section  1  of  the  Act  of 
June  25.  1910,  43  U.S.C.  141,  and  section 
24  of  the  Act  of  June  10,  1920,  as 
amended.  16  U.S.C.  818,  and  pursuant 
to  Executive  Order  No.  10355  of  May  26, 
1952  (17  FR  4831),  and  the  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission  in 
DA-187;  DA-189-Utah,  it  is  ordered  as 
follows: 

1.  Departmental  Orders  of  August  18. 
1889,  and  August  22, 1889,  and  the  Exec¬ 


utive  Order  of  February  1,  1921,  with¬ 
drawing  Reservoir  Sites  Nos.  2,  3,  and 
4,  and  Reservoir  Site  Reserve  No.  13.  are 
hereby  revoked  so  far  as  they  affect  the 
following  described  lands: 

Wasatch  National  Forest 

SALT  LAKE  MERIDIAN 

Reservoir  Site  No.  2,  Silver  Lake 
T.  2  S.,  R.  3  E., 

Sec.  34,  EV4NEi4.  NVaNEViSKVi: 

Sec.  35,  NW%NE54,  NW«4,  SE*^NW>4SW'4. 
W%NE%SW%. 

Reservoir  Site  No.  3,  Twin  Lakes 
T.  2  S..  R.  3  E., 

Sec.  34,  EViSWVi,  NW^SEVi,  N^^NWVi 
SW^SE>^,  SW^^NW%SW%SEl^. 

'  Reservoir  Site  No.  4,  Mary’s  Lake 

T.  3  S..  R.  3  E., 

Sec.  2,  W%NW»A: 

Sec.  3.  E>/iNE%. 

Containing  approximately  618  acres  in  Wa¬ 
satch  County. 

Reservoir  Site  Reserve  No.  13 
T.  3TJ..  R.  5  E., 

Sec.  30, SWl^NE^^,SE^NW«4. 

Containing  80  acres  in  Summit  County. 

2.  The  Executive  Orders  of  March  11, 

1912,  April  16, 1912,  June  23, 1913,  July  1, 

1913,  July  26,  1913,  October  23.  1914, 
July  19,  1915,  December  20,  1916,  Febru¬ 
ary  25,  1919,  and  April  22,  1919,  creating 
Powersite  Reserves  Nos.  251,  256,  376, 
377,  393,  459,  494,  569,  570,  711,  and  685, 
respectively,  are  hereby  revoked  so  far 
as  they  affect  the  following  described 
lands: 

Uintah  National  Forest 

SALT  lake  meridian 

Powersite  Reserve  No.  251 
T.  10  S..  R.  1  E., 

Sec.  1.  lots  8  and  4,  SViNW^,  SW^*; 

Sec.  12.SE^SE^; 

Sec.  13,  SW%NE»^,  SE»^NW»^,  EViSW>4. 

Ni/jSE^.SWViSE^; 

Sec.  24,  NW^^NEV4.  SJ^NE»/4. 

T.  10  S.,  R.  2  E., 

Sec.  18. 

Powersite  Reserve  No.  256 

T.  4  S..  R.  2  E., 

Sec.  29.SV4SWi4. 

Powersite  Reserve  No.  376 

T.  5  8.,  R.  2  E., 

Sec.  22,  SEiASE'A  (lot  6). 

Containing  approximately  1,455  acres  in  Utah 
County. 

Cache  and  Wasatch  National  Forest 

A 

SALT  I.AKB  MERIDIAN 

Powersite  Reserve  No,  377 
T.  6  N.,  R.  1  E., 

Sec.  28.  S^NE^,  SE^NWV4,  SWy4SWV4. 
NE^SE%; 

Sec.  80,  SV^NE^,  SE%NW%,  SE^SW^, 
S%SE%. 

Containing  440  acres  in  Weber  and  Morgan 
Counties. 

Cache  National  Forest 
Powersite  Reserve  No.  393 

T.  10  N..  R.  2  E.. 

Sec.  l.SViSW>y4: 


Sec.  3.  N^^sw^4.  SV4  SEVi: 
Sec.4,SW%.N%SEV4: 

Sec.  8.  N^tNEVi; 

Sec.  12,  NW^NW»^,  NE^SE54. 

T.  10  N.,  R.  3  E., 

Sec.  7,  lots  1.  2,  3, 8, 11,  8^NB%.  8W% 

SE%; 

Sec.  8.  Et^SW»4.  W^SE%.  SEV4SEV4; 

Sec.  17,  NV4NE»4,  NE?4NW%. 

Containing  approximately  1,280  acres  In 
Cache  County. 

Wasatch  National  Forest 
Powersite  Reserve  No.  459 

T.  1  S.,  R.  2  E., 

Sec.28,  SW>y4SW»4;  - 
Seo.29,8V4SEl^. 

Containing  120  acres  in  Salt  Lake  County. 
Cache  National  Forest 
Powersite  Reserve  No.  494 

T.  9  N.,  R.  3  E.. 

Sec.  1£,N^SW»A. 

T.  3  S..  R.  6  W., 

Sec.  35,  NE^NE^^. 

Powersite  Reserve  No.  570 
T.  3  S.,  R.  6  W., 

Sec.  27.  NE»4SEy4^  SViSEVi  (SV2SEV4  la 
public  land) ; 

Sec.33.NyaSya; 

Sec.  34,  NW^^NEJ/4,  NE'4NW1,4.  SW'4NWI.4, 
NW»4SWV4. 

Powersite  Reserve  No.  569 

All  portions  of  the  following  described 
lands  lying  within  50  ft.  of  the  centerline  of 
the  transmission  line  of  the  Ophlr  Hill  Con¬ 
solidated  Mining  Co.  as  indicated  on  the  map 
accompanying  right-of-way  application  (Salt 
Lake  City — 011423)  bearing  affidavit  of 
James  W.  Wade  and  certificate  of  E.  W.  Clark, 
Manager  of  the  Ophir  Hill  Consolidated  Min¬ 
ing  Co.,  and  filed  in  the  Salt  Lake  City  Office 
of  the  General  Land  Office  (now  Bureau  of 
Land  Management)  on  AprU  24, 1913: 

T.  4  S.,  R.  6  W., 

Sec.  5,  lot  4; 

Sec.  6,  lots  1  and  2; 

Sec.  9,  NV4NE»A.  SEV4NEV4; 

Sec.  10,  S*^NWV4.  NEViSW«4,  N14SE',4, 
SEV4SE>4: 

Sec.  14,  W»^NW‘^. 

Powersite  Reserve  No.  711 

T.  5  S.,  R.  4  W.. 

Sec.  24,NE>4NEV4; 

Sec.  27,  NE‘/4NE»^,  S'/aNVi; 

Sec.  28,  lot  19. 

All  portions  of  the  following  described 
lands  lying  within  50  ft.  of  the  right-of-way 
shown  on  four  sheets  of  a  map.  each  sheet 
being  designated  Sheet  No.  2,  Sheet  No.  3, 
Sheet  No.  4,  Sheet  No.  6,  filed  In  the  United 
States  Land  Office  (now  Bureau  of  Land 
Management)  at  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  on 
June  22, 1918,  as  part  (rf  the  application  (Salt 
Lake  City— 023174)  of  the  Ophlr  Hill  Con¬ 
solidated  Mining  Company  : 

Public  Lands 

T.4S.,R.  4  W.. 

Sec.  31,SE^SWV4. 

T  5  S.  B.  4  W 

Sec.’ 6.  lot  3,  SWl^NE^.  SE^4NW^^.  W'i 
SE^,SEV4SE^: 

Sec.  7.EV4NE)4; 

Sec.  8,  lots  7, 8, 14, 15. 17; 

Sec.  17,  lots  5,  6.  9.  SW)4NEi4.  SEyiNEV4. 

W%SE«4; 

Sec.  20,  lot  3; 

Sec.  21.  lots  4  and  5,  N14SW14.  8E14SW54: 
See.  28,  lots  14, 15. 17. 

T.  3  S.,  R.  5  W., 

Sec.  31,SWV4SEi/4. 
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•The  areas  described  aggregate  approx¬ 
imately  2,384  acres  in  Tooele  County. 
Poweraite  Beaerve  No.  tSS 

T.  6  N.,  B.  1  W.. 

Sec.  24,NEV4NWV4. 

T  6  N  R  2  R 

Sec.  12,  lots’ 1  and  3.  EyaNWV4.  SWy4NW«4. 
SEViSW^.SW^SE^. 

T.  6  N.,  R.  3  E., 

Sec.  6,  lots  2  and  12. 

T.  7  N.,  R.  3  E., 

Sec.  26,  SWV4NEV4.  NE14SWi4,  SyaSW%, 
NW^SE»A: 

Sec.  34,  Ei/aNEVi,  NW»^NEV4,  NEV4SE%. 
Containing  approximately  725  acres  In  Weber 
County. 

T.  10N.,B.  3E., 

Sec.  14,  SV^SW^,  SEV4SEV4; 

Sec.  16,NV^NW14; 

Sec.  23,  E>/iNE»4,  NE‘ASEV4. 

T.  10  N.,  R.  4  E., 

Sec.  30.  lot  3,  NE^SWV4.  S^^SE^. 

Containing  approximately  560  acers  in  Cache 
County. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  approx¬ 
imately  7,662  acres  of  private,  public,  and 
national  forest  lands.  The  NE^4NE^4 
sec.  35,  T.  3  S.,  R.  6  W.,  and  SWy4SEy4 
sec.  31,  T.  3  S.,  R.  5  W.,  are  public  lands 
withdrawn  by  Public  Land  Order  No.  867 
for  the  Department  of  the  Army. 

The  State  of  Utah  has  waived  its  right 
to  select  any  of  the  lands  for  highway 
rights-of-way  or  material  sites  as  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  Federal  Power  Act  of 
June  10. 1920, 16  U.S.C.  818. 

3.  S(Hne  of  the  lands  listed  in  para¬ 
graphs  1  and  2,  have  been  subject  to  the 
general  determination  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  issued  April  17,  1922. 
Some  of  the  lands  remain  withdrawn 
subject  to  existing  transmission  line  per¬ 
mits  or  approved  rights-of-way  under 
the  Act  of  February  15,  1901  (31  Stat. 
790;  43  U.S.C.  959),  or  the  Act  of 
March  4,  1911  (36  Stat.  1253;  43  U.S.C. 
961) ;  and  some  have  been  restored  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  section  24  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act. 

4.  At  10  am.  on  November  10, 1976,  the 
public  lands  described  in  paragraph  2  of 
this  order  shall  be  open  to  operation  of 
the  public  land  laws  generally,  subject 
to  valid  existing  rights,  the  provisions  of 
existing  withdrawals,  and  the  require¬ 
ments  of  applicable  law.  All  valid  aiH)ll- 
cations  received  at  or  prior  to  10  a.m. 
on  November  10,  1976,  shall  be  consid¬ 
ered  as  simultaneously  filed  at  that  time. 
Those  received  thereafter  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

5.  At  10  a.m.  on  November  10, 1976,  the 
national  forest  lands  not  otherwise  with¬ 
drawn  or  appropriated,  shall  be  open  to 
such  forms  of  disposition  as  may  by  law 
be  made  of  national  forest  lands. 

6.  The  lands  described  in  this  order 
have  been  and  continue  to  be  open  to 
applications  and  offers  under  the  min¬ 
eral  leasing  laws,  and  to  location  under 
the  U.S.  mining  laws  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Uie  Act  of  August  11,  1955  (69 
Stat.  682;  30  UjS.C.  621). 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  the  State  Director,  136 


East  South  Temple,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84111. 

Jack  O.  Horton, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
October  5,  1976. 

[PR  Doc.76-80087  Piled  10-13-76;8:46  am] 

Title  47 — ^Telecommunication 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAtr*' 

COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

[PCC  76-462] 

PART  5— EXPERIMENTAL  RADIO 
SERVICES  (OTHER  THAN  BROADCAST) 

Adoption  of  rcC  Form  442 
Order. 

Adopted:  May  19,  1976. 

Released:  October  13,  1976. 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part  5, 
Experimental  Radio  Service  (Other 
Than  Broadcast)  and  adoption  of  FCC 
Form  442. 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  Commission’s  policy 
of  reregulation  and  to  simplify  its  appli¬ 
cation  procedures.  Part  5,  Experimental 
Radio  Service  (Other  Than  Broadcast) 
is  herewith  amended  to  require  the  use 
of  PCC  Form  442  by  applicants  applying 
for  new  or  modlfl^  station  authoriza¬ 
tions  in  the  Experimental  Radio  Service, 
and  to  delete  the  use  of  PCC  Forms  440 
and  441. 

2.  New  FCC  Form  442  includes  the  sup¬ 
plemental  statements  heretofore  required 
as  attachments  to  the  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  5.57.  Accordingly,  this  require¬ 
ment  for  supplementary  statements  is 
deleted.  In  lieu  thereof  a  single  supple¬ 
mentary  statement  will  be  required — 
generally,  a  simple  narrative  statement 
describing  the  program  of  experimenta¬ 
tion.  See  revised  §  5.57  appended  hereto. 

3.  The  basic  intent  of  the  revised  rules 
is  to  provide  simplification  and  improve¬ 
ment  over  those  now  in  effect.  It  is  ex¬ 
pected  that  with  a  new  form  (FCC  Form 
442)  and  the  deletion  and  revision  of  cer¬ 
tain  sections  of  Part  5  that  many  of  the 
past  difiBculties  which  have  been  experi¬ 
enced  by  the  applicants  will  be  substan¬ 
tially  reduced  or  eliminated  and  will 
make  for  more  efficient  processing  of  the 
application. 

4.  We  conclude  that,  for  the  reasons 
set  forth  above,  adoption  of  the  new 
Form  and  amendments  will  serve  the 
public  Interest  and  convenience.  Inas¬ 
much  as  the  use  of  FCC  Form  442  and 
the  amendment  of  Part  5  Involve  matters 
of  procedure,  impose  no  additional  bur¬ 
dens,  and  raise  no  issue  upon  which  com¬ 
ments  would  serve  any  useful  purpose, 
compliance  with  the  prior  notice  and  ef¬ 
fective  date  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553  is 
unnecessary. 

^5.  Therefore,  it  is  ordered.  That,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  .4(i)  and  303  (g)  and  (r) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended.  Part  5  of  the  C(xnmission’s 
rules  and  regulations  is  amended  as  set 
forth  below,  effective  November  2, 1976. 


(Secs.  4,  303,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066,  1082; 
(47  U.S.C.  154,  303) .) 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Part  5  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  47  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

1.  Section  5.51  is  revised  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  5.51  Station  authorization  required. 

(a)  No  radio  transmitter  shall  be  oper¬ 
ated  in  the  Experimental  Radio  Services 
except  under  and  in  accordance  with  a 
proper  station  authorization  granted  by 
the  Federal  Commimications  Commis¬ 
sion. 

(b)  Persons  desiring  to  install  and  op¬ 
erate  radio  transmitting  equipment  un¬ 
der  this  part  should  first  submit  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  radio  station  authoriza¬ 
tion  in  accordance  with  §  5.55. 

§  5.52  [Reserved) 

2.  Section  5.52  is  deleted  and  reserved. 

3.  lotion  5.55  is  revised,  to  read  as 
follows^: 

§  5.55  Form  to  be  used. 

(a)  Application  for  combined  con~ 
struction  permit  and  radio  station  li¬ 
cense  for  land  stations  and  fixed  stations. 
A  separate  application  shall  be  submitted 
on  FCC  Form  442  for  each  base  station 
and  each  fixed  station.  Whenever  the 
proposed  antenna  exceeds  6  meters  in 
height  above  the  ground  level  or  more 
than  6  meters  in  height  above  an  exist¬ 
ing  building,  the  applicant  must  comply 
with  the  requirement  of  part  17  of  this 
chapter. 

(b)  Application  for  combined  con¬ 
struction  permit  and  radio  statiem  li¬ 
cense  for  mobile  stations.  An  application 
for  each  mobile  station  comprising  any 
specified  number  of  mobile  imlts  to  be 
operated  in  the  same  service  and  within 
the  same  geographical  area.  Including 
handcarried  or  pack-carried  units,  may 
be  combined  into  one  application  and 
shall  be  submitted  on  FCC  Form  442. 

Note:  An  application  for  mobUe  units  may 
be  combined  with  an  application  for  a  single 
base  station  for  such  mobile  units  as  will 
operate  with  that  base  station  only. 

(c)  Application  for  modification  of 
combined  construction  permit  and  sta¬ 
tion  license.  An  application  for  modifi¬ 
cation  of  station  authorization  shall  be 
submitted  on  FCC  Form  442.  A  blanket 
application  for  modification  of  a  group 
of  authorizations  of  the  same  class  where 
the  modifications  requested  are  the 
same  for  all  stations  covered  by  the  ap¬ 
plication.  The  individual  stations  cov/r 
ered  by  such  application  shall  be  clearly 
identified  therein.  However,  application 
for  modification  to  change  location  of  a 
base  or  fixed  station  shall  be  filed  as  a 
separate  application. 

(d)  Application  for  renevoal  of  station 
authorization.  (1)  Application  for  re- 
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newal  of  station  license  shall  he  sub-  tives  sought  to  be  accomplished;  and  how  ernment  shall  include  in  additi(Mi  to  the 
mitted  on  FCC  Form  405.  A  blanket  the  program  of  experimentation  has  a  information  required  by  paragnqdi  (a) 
application  may  be  submitted  for  renewal  reasonable  promise  of  contribution  to  the  of  this  section  the  following  Informa- 
of  a  group  of  station  licenses  in  the  same  development,  extension,  or  expansion,  or  tion: 

class  in  those  cases  where  the  renewal  utilization  of  the  radio  art,  or  is  along  (1)  Hie  contract  number  and  the 
requested  is  in  exact  accordance  with  lines  not  already  investigated.  An  ap-  name  of  the  foreign  government  con- 
the  terms  of  the  existing  authorizations,  plicant  may  request  non-disclosure  of  cemed. 

The  individual  stations  covered  by  such  proprietary  information  submitted  under  (2)  The  daily  hours  of  (H)eratioii  and 
applications  shall  be  clearly  identified  this  part.  These  requests  should  follow  the  estimated  date  of  the  beginning  and 
thereon.  Unless  otherwise  directed  by  the  procedures  for  submission  set  forth  end  of  the  specific  time  poiod  f<nr  adiich 
the  Commission,  each  application  re-  in  Section  0.459  of  this  chapter.  the  authorization  is  required, 

newal  of  license  shall  be  filed  at  least  (b)  Applications  involving  govern-  Applications  involving  communi- 

60  days  prior  to  the  expiration  date  of  ment  contracts.  The  requirements  of  cations  essential  to  a  research  project. 

the  Ucense  to  be  renewed.  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  shall  not  be  The  requirements  of  paragraph  (a)  of 

(2)  If  the  station  license  sought  to  be  applicable  to  applicants  for  an  author-  Uds  section  shall  not  be  applicable  to  ap- 
renewed  is  used  for  the  purpose  of  ful-  izatlon  in  the  Experimental  Service  (Re-  plications  for  an  authorization  in  the  Ebc- 
fiUing  the  requirements  of  a  "contract  search)  to  be  used  t<xc  the  purpose  of  perimental  Service  (Research)  to  be  used 
with  an  agency  of  the  U.S.  Government,  fulfilling  the  requirements  of  a  ccmtract  commimicatlons  essential  to  a  re- 
the  application  for  renewal  shall  be  ac-  with  an  agency  of  the  United  States  Gov-  search  project.  Applicants  in  this  service 
companied  by  FCC  Form  440A  in  trip-  emment.  In  lieu  thereof,  such  applicants  shall  include  as  part  of  the  application 
licate.  Supplemental  Information  for  shall  include  as  a  part  of  the  application,  ^  authorization  the  following: 
Applications  in  the  Experimental  Radio  fcX)  Form  440A  in  triplicate.  Supple-  (1)  A  description  of  the  nature  of  the 
Service  Involving  Government  Con-  mental  Information  for  Applications  In  research  project  being  cimducted. 
tracts.  the  Experimental  Radio  Service  In-  (2)  A  showing  that  communicaticm 

(e)  Application  for  consent  to  assign-  volving  Government  Contracts.  facilities  are  necessary  for  the  research 

ment  of  radio  station  authorization.  Ap-  (c)  Applications  involving  develop-  project  involved. 

plication  on  FCC  Form  702  shall  be  sub-  ment  of  equipment  for  export  purposes.  (3)  A  showing  that  existing  c<mununi- 

mitted  when  the  legal  right  to  construct  Each  application  for  an  authorization  for  cation  facilities  are  inadequate 

or  to  control  the  use  and  operation  of  a  the  purpose  of  developing  equipment  for  -  - 

station  is  to  be  transferred  as  a  result  exportation  to  be  employed  by  8tati(ms  §  [Reserved] 

of  a  voluntary  act  (contract  or  other  under  the  jurisdiction  of  a  foreign  gov-  5.  Section  5.61  is  deleted  and  reseiwed. 


^  FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION  8-X«227(RP*76) 

Washiiiftoii,  D>  C  20554 

APPUCaAoN  for  new  or  MOMFIEO  radio  station  AUmORIZATIO.N  U.NDER  PART  5  OF  FCC  RULES 
EXPERLMENT.4I.  RADIO  SERVICES  (OTHER  THA.N  BROADCAST) 


These  Insttuctions  should  be  removed  from  the  attached  body  of  the  form  before  the  form  Is  submitted  to  the  Com- 
Missioa. 


Ceaetal  Informatioo  and  Instnictioos. 


1,  Sabnlt  application  direct  to  the  Federal  Communications  Commission,  Washington,  D.C,  20554, 

2,  Ko  fee  is  required  with  this  appUcatioo. 

3,  Before  this  application  is  prepared  applicant  shoold  refer  to  Part  5  of  the  Rules  and  RegulaUons  of  the  CoaMis- 
Sion,  copies  of  which  nay  be  obtained  by  porchating  Voluno  U  af  FCC  Rules  and  Regulations  Iron  the  Superis- 
tead^  of  Docnoents,  Govenuaent  PiiaUng  Office,  Washington,  V,  C,  20402. 

4,  If  a  corporation,  state  corporate  name;  if  a  partnership,  state  names  of  aU  partners  aad  the  name  under  which 
Oe  partaership  does  business;  if  an  aniacorporated  association,  state  the  name  of  an  executive  ofRcer,  the 
office  held  by  him,  and  the  naide  of  the  association.  If  this  application  involves  a  station  thnt  is  now  suthorixed, 
the  naaie  beiein  shown  must  coitespond  exactly  with  that  shaira  oa  current  aatbotizatioa, 

5,  Applicants  should  make  every  effort  to  Hie  coarptete  applications.  Failure  to  do  so  may  result  in  a  r^'ection  and 
return  of  the  application  or  a  delay  in  the  processing  of  the  ^plication. 

(k  Bach  docament  retpiired  to  be  filed  as  an  exhibit  should  be  current  as  of  the  date  of  filing.  If  reference  is  made 
to  iaformation  already  on  file  with  the  Commission  see  item  7  below. 

7.  To  refer  to  the  material  on  file  it  is  iMcessaty  that  the  applicant  provide  sufficient  information  to  locate  the  pte> 
Vioasly  filed  material.  If  filed  with  a  station  applbcatien,  furnish  name  of  applicant  or  licensee,  call  sign,  file 
number  and  date  of  filing.  In  other  cases  furnish  date  of  filing  aiul  describe  the  matters  in  connection  with  which 
fUed. 

t.  Each  doerrment  or  statement  required  to  be  filed  as  an  exhibit  should  be  numbered  separately.  Exhibit  numbers 
should  be  shown  in  the  blank  space  provided  for  this  purpose  in  the  individual  items  of  the  application  form. 

Where  the  space  left  in  the  application  for  narrative  answers  is  insufficient  u  separate  statement,  bearing  us 
exhibit  number  in  sequence  with  other  exhibits  numbered  in  the  application,  should  bo  atUched  to  the  application 
nod  reference  to  the  statement’s  exhibit  number  should  be  siade  is  the  answer  space. 

9.  When  the  antenna  structures  proposed  to  h«  erected  wilt  extend  aMM  than  «  meters  above  the  gi^nd  or  above  an 
existing  buildingp  each  application  shall  be  accompanied  by  FCC  Fona  714  inolcatiAg  that  notificatioa  haa  or  has 
not  been  submitted  to  the  FAA.  Landing  area,  as  defined  far  Part  17  of  the  Commisaioa’s  Rales:  "Lsading  Ares'* 
SMaas  any  locality,  either  of  Und  et  water,  including  airpotis  and  intermediate  ImaAag  fields;  which  is  used,  at 
approved  fot  use,  for  the  landing  and  take*  off  of  aircraft,  whether  or  ant  facilities  arc  ptovid^  for  the  shelter, 
servicing,  or  repair  of  aircraft,  oc  for  receiving  or  discharging  passengers  et  cargo. 

10.  AppacidiottS  proposing  a  dcvelopaiciital  program  of  experimentation  related  to  an  established  service  which  Ine 
wolves  the  assignment  of  frequencies  not  iackided  in  the  rules  governing  such  service  or  Involves  the  use  of 
wllocated  frequencies  in  a  manner  Contrary  to  the  tales  govcmiiig  Hint  service  must  be  accompealed  by  s  peti¬ 
tion  lequesUng  the  amendment  of  the  rules  goveraing  the  service  involved  to  provide  fat  the  proposed  opcistiom. 

11.  Applications  proposing  to  develop  a  new  service  fot  which  no  frequencies  have  been  nllocated  and  fot  which 
rules  have  not  been  promulgated  must  be  accompanied  by  a  petition  requesting  the  allocation  of  frequencies 
fot  the  proposed  service  and  setting  forth  the  reasons  in  support  of  the  petitioib 
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’5.  CERTIFICATION 

ATTENTION:  tbit  certifiCAiion  cftrefttlly  before  aignifijt  ikts  epplicetion. 

THE  APPLICANT  CERTIFIES  THATi 

(a)  Copies  of  the  FCC  Rules  Parts  2  sa4  5  sre  ou  baii4;  snd  have  been  made  and 

(b)  Adequate  financial  appropriations  to  carry  on  the  program  of  experimentation  which  wilt  be  conducted  by  qualified 
personnel;  and 

(c)  All  operations  will  be  on  an  experimental  basis  in  accordance  with  Part  5  and  other  applicable  rulesi  and  will  be 
conducted  in  auch  a  manner  arid  at  suck  a  time  as  to  preclude  harmful  interference  to  any  authorised  station;  and 

(d)  Grant  of  ibe  authorization  requested  herein  will  not  be  construed  as  a  finding  on  the  part  of  the  Commission 

(1)  that  the  frequencies  and  other  technical  parameters  specified  in  the  authorization  are  the  best  suited  for 
(he  proposed  program  of  experimentation,  and 

(2)  that  the  applicant  will  be  authorized  to  operate  on  any  basis  other  than  experiroentalf  and 

(3)  that  the  Commission  is  obligated  by  the  results  of.rhe  experimental  program  to  make  provision  in  its  rules 
including  its  table  of  frequency  allocations  for  applicant's  type  of  operation  on  a  regularly  licensed  basis, 

APPLICANT  CERTIFIES  FURTHER  THAT* 

(e)  All  tbe  statements  in  the  application  and  attached  exhibits  are  true,  complete  and  correct  to  the  best  of  the 
applicant's  knowledge;  and 

(f)  The  applicant  is  willing  to  finance  and  conduct  the  experimental  program  with  full  knowledge  and  understanding  ^ 
of  the  above  limitations;  and 

(g)  The^ppllcant  waives  any  claim  to  the  use  of  any  particular  frequency  or  of  the  ether  as  against  the  regulatory 
power  of  the  USA, 

Slitned  and  dated  this  day  ef  ,  19  » 

Name  of  Applicant 

corrvupond  v^th  nmn*  givnn  nnpmg*  t) 

Py  _ , - — 

(print)  (tignpluret) 

Tide  _ _ _ 

Check  Appropriate  Clasaificatioa 
1  1  tadieidual  Applicant 
f  I  Member  of  Applicant 
Pnttnership 

n  Officer  of  Applicant 

Corporation  or  Asaoclation 
I  t-Anrhorized  Emplojree 


NOTIFICATION  TO  INMVIDl'ALS  UNDER  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 

loformacion  requested  through  this  form  arc  authorized  by  the  Communications  Act  of  1934.  ss  amended,  and 
specifically  by  Section  308  therein.  The  information  will  be  used  by  Federal  Communications  Commission  staff 
to  determine  eligibility  for  issuing  authorizations  in  the  use  of  the  frequency  spectium  and  to  effect  tbe  provisions 
of  regulatory  responsibilities  rendered  the  Commission  by-tbe  Act.  Information  requested  by  this  form  will  be 
available  to  the  public  unless  otherwise  requested  pursuant  to  Section  0.439  of  FCC  Rules  and  Regulations. 

THE  FOREGOING  NOTICE  IS  REQUIRED  BY  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974,  P.L.  93-579,  DECEMBER  31i  1974, 
5  U.S.C.  552a(eX3). 
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WILLFUL  FALSE  STATEMENTS  MADE  ON  THIS 
FORM  ARE  PUNISHABLE  BY  FINE  AND  IMPRISON¬ 
MENT.  U.  a  CODE.  TITLE  M.  SECTION  1001. 


Title  49 — ^Transportation 

SUBTITLE  A— OFFICE  OF  THE 
SECRETARY  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

lOST  Docket  N0..1,  Amdt.  1-122] 

PART  1— ORGANIZATION  AND 
DELEGATION  OF  POWERS  AND  DUTIES 

Delegation  of  Approval  of  Payments  of  $25 
or  Less 

•  Purpose.  The  purposes  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  are  to  delegate  to  all  administra¬ 
tors  and  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Secretary  by  the  Comptroller  Gen¬ 
eral  of  the  United  States  (July  14,  1976; 
B-161457)  to  review  and  approve  for 
payment  vouchers  for  $25  or  less  sub¬ 
mitted  the  authority  for  payment  of 
which  is  questioned  by  disbursing  or  cer¬ 
tifying  officer,  and  to  make  a  minor 


change  to  an  existing  delegation  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary.* 

Since  this  amendment  relates  to  De¬ 
partmental  policy,  procedures,  and 
practices,  notice  and  comment  thereon 
are  unnecessary  and  it  may  be  made  ef¬ 
fective  in  fewer  than  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
1  of  Title  49,  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions,  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  §  1.45,  a  new  subparagraph  (10) 
is  added  at  the  end  of  paragraph  (a) ,  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  1.45  Delegations  to  all  Administrators. 

(a)  Except  as  otherwise  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Transportation,  each 
Administrator  is  authorized  to — 


(10)  Review  and  approve  for  payment 
any  voucher  for  $25  or  less  the  authority 
for  payment  of  which  is  questioned  by  a 
certifying  or  disbursing  officer. 

2.  In  §  1.59,  paragraph  (c)  is  amended 
by,  in  subparagraph  (8),  deleting  the 
word  “Center”  and  substituting  therefor 
the  word  “Division”,  and  by  adding  a  new 
subparagraph  (10)  at  the  end  thereof,  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  1.59  Delegations  to  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Administration. 

The  Assistant  Secretary  for  Adminis¬ 
tration  is  delegated  authority  for  the 
following — 

•  •  •  •  * 

(c)  Finance.  *  *  * 

(8)  •  •  •  Accounting  Operations  Divi¬ 
sion. 

*  .  •  •  •  • 

(10)  Review  and  approve  for  payment 
any  voucher  for  $25  or  less  the  authority 
for  payment  of  which  is  questioned  by  a 
certifying  or  disbursing  officer. 

Effective  date:  This  amendment  is 
effective  October  14, 1976. 

(Sec.  9(e),  Department  of  Transportation 
Act  (49  U.S.C.  ie87(®)  ) .) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  7,  1976. 

William  T.  Coleman,  Jr., 
Secretary  of  Transportation. 

[FR  Doc.76-30156  Plied  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  X— INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

[No.  MC-C-90991 

PART  1047— EXEMPTIONS 

Miami  and  Fort  Lauderdale,  Fla. — ^Ak 
Terminal  Areas 

Order.  At  a  session  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Review  Board 
Number  2,  held  at  its  office  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  on  the  20th  day  of  September 
1976. 

It  appearing,  that  by  petition  filed  May 
2,  1976,  Broward  Airfreight  Terminal, 
Inc.,  and  Greater  Miami  Air  Freight, 
Inc.,  seek  a  declaratory  order  for  clarifi¬ 
cation  of  the  limits  of  the  zone,  pursuant 
to  49  CFR  1047.40(c),  surrounding  the 
Miami  International  Airport,  Miami, 
Fla.,  and  the  Fort  Lauderdale  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  Fort  Lauderdale,  Fla., 
within  which  motor  transportation  of 
property  is  incidental  to  transportation 
by  air  and  ex«npt  from  the  Commissiem’s 
economic  regulation  under  section  203(b) 
(7a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act; 

It  further  appearing,  that  pursuant  to 
section  553  of  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedure  Act,  notice  of  the  filing  of  the 
petitfim  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  June  30,  1976,  which  notice 
stated  that  no  oral  hearings  were  con¬ 
templated,  that  persons  desiring  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  proceedings  were  Invited 
to  file  representations;  and  that  initial 
r^resentations  were  filed  by  Broward 
-Airfreight  Terminal,  Inc.,  and  Greater 
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Miami  Air  Freight,  Inc.  (jointly)  and  by 
Air  Cargo,  Inc.,  on  behalf  of  24  certifi¬ 
cated  scheduled  airlines  of  the  United 
States; 

And  it  fvirther  appearing,  that  the 
above-described  pleadings  have  been 
considered;  and  that  the  area  described 
in  our  findings  below  defines  the  geo¬ 
graphic  territory  within  which  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  conducted  exempt  from  the 
Commission’s  economic  regulation  under 
section  203(b)  (7a)  and  49  CFR  1047.40 
in  regard  to  the  exempt  zone  surroimding 
the  two  airports  involved  herein,  within 
which  motor  transportation  of  property 
is  incidental  to  transportation  by  air; 

Wherefore,  and  good  cause  appearing 
therefor: 

We  find,  that,  the  areas  surrounding 
the  Miami  International  Airport,  Miami, 
Fla.,  and  the  Fort  Lauderdale  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  Fort  Lauderdale,  Fla., 
within  which  the  transportatlcm  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  of  property  having  a  prior  or  sub¬ 
sequent  movement  by  air,  which  trans¬ 
portation  otherwise  meets  the  require¬ 
ments  of  49  CFR  1047.40(a),  is  exempt 
from  economic  regulation  by  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission  pursuant  to 
section  203(b)  (7a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act,  includes  those  points  in 
Florida  within  25  miles  of  each  airport 
specified  above  or  within  25  miles  of  the 
respective  city  limits  of  the  cities  speci¬ 
fied  above,  as  further  detailed  below;  and 
that  Title  49,  Chapter  X  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  requires  modifica¬ 
tion  by  the  addition  thereto  of  §  1047.40 
(d)(5)  and  (d)(6)  refiecting  this  find¬ 
ing,  which  rule  is  reasonable  and  neces¬ 
sary  and  should  be  prescribed. 

It  is  ordered.  That  $  1047.40  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  be,  and  it  is 
hereby,  amended  by  the  addition  thereto 
of  paragraphs  (d)  (5)  and  (d)  (6)  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

•  •  •  •  • 

§  1047.40  Motor  transportation  of  prop¬ 
erty  incidental  to  transportation  by 

aircraft. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  Exempt  zones  and  operations 

(5)  Miami  International  Airport 
{Miami,  Fla.) .  The  area  surroimding  the 
Miami  International  Airport  at  Miami, 
Fla.,  within  which  the  transportation  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  of  property  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  air,  which 
transportation  otherwise  meets  the  re- 
quironents  of  §  1047.4()(a),  is  exempt 
from  economic  regulation  by  the  Inter¬ 
state  C<Mnmerce  Commission  pursuant  to 
section  203(b)  (7a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act.  includes  those  points  in 
Florida  within  25  miles  of  either  the 
Mia.ml  International  Airport  or  the  city 
limits  of  Miami,  Fla. 

(6)  Fort  Lauderdale  International  Air- 
port  {Fort  Lauderdale,  Fla.).  The  area 
surrounding  the  Fort  Lauderdale  Inter¬ 
national  Airport  at  Fort  Lauderdale.  Fla., 
within  which  the  transportation  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  of  property  having  a  prior 
or  subsequent  movement  by  air.  which 
transportation  otherwise  meets  the  le- 
quircsn^ts  of  section  1047.40(a)  this 


part,  is  exempt  from  economic  regula¬ 
tion  by  the  Interstate  Cwnmerce  Com¬ 
mission  pursuant  to  section  203(b)  (7a) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  includes 
those  points  in  Florida  within  25  miles 
of  either  the  Fort  Lauderdale  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport  or  the  city  limits  of  Fort 
Lauderdale,  Fla.  (52  Stat.  1029,  49  U.S.C. 
303(b)  (7a) ;  52  Stat.  1237,  49  U.S.C.  304 
(a)(6);  56  Stat.  285,  80  Stat.  383;  49 
U.S.C.  1003,  5  U.S.C.  553,  559.) 

It  is  further  ordered,  'That  this  order 
shall  become  effective  on  January  24, 
1977,  and  shall  continue  in  effect  until 
further  order  of  the  Commission. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
of  this  order  shall  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  depositing  a  copy  thereof  in  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by  filing 
the  attached  notice  with  the  Director, 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board 
Number  2,  Members  Boyle,  Eaton,  and 
Liberman. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

Miami  and  Fort  Lauderdale,  Fla. — Air 
Terminal  Areas 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
has  amended  §  1047.40  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  by  the  addition  of 
subsections  d(5)  and  d(6) .  which  respec¬ 
tively  define  the  Miami,  Fla.,  and  Fort 
Lauderdale,  Fla.,  air  exempt  zones.  This 
action  stems  from  a  petition  filed  May  2, 
1976,  Jointly  by  Broward  Airfreight 
Terminal,  Inc.,  and  Greater  Miami  Air 
Freight,  Inc.,  requesting  the  Commission 
to  clarify,  pursuant  to  49  CFTl  1047.40 
(c),  the  zones  surrounding  the  Miami 
International  Airport  and  the  Fhrt 
Lauderdale  International  Airport,  within 
which  motor  transportation  of  pixH>erty 
is  incidental  to  transportation  by  air  and 
exempt  from  the  Commission’s  economic 
regulatimi  under  section  203(b)  (7a)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

This  rule  is  issued  under  authority  of 
52  Stat.  1029,  49  U.S.C.  303(b)  (7a);  62 
Stat.  1237,  49  U.S.C.  304(a)  (6) ;  56  Stat. 
285,  80  Stat.  383;  49  U.S.C.  1003,  5  U.S.C. 
553, 559. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  Septem¬ 
ber  20,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-30169  Piled  10-13-76:8:46  am] 


Title  50— Wildlife 

CHAPTER  I— UNITED  STATES  FISH  AND 
WILDLIFE  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
THE  INTERIOR 

PART  32— HUNTING 

Arrowwood  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
North  Dakota 

The  following  special  regulation  Is  Is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  October  14, 1976. 

§  32.22  Special  regitlatioiu;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

North  Dakota 

ARROWWOOD  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  sharp-tafied  grouse 
on  the  Arrowwood  National  Wildlife  Ref¬ 
uge,  North  Dakota,  is  permitted  only  on 


the  area  designated  by  signs  as  open  to 
hunting.  This  open  area,  comprising 
15,900  acres,  is  delineated  on  a  map 
available  at  the  refuge  headquarters  and 
from  the  Regimial  Director,  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  10597  West  6th 
Avenue,  Denver,  Colorado  80215.  Hunt¬ 
ing  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  ap¬ 
plicable  State  regulations  covering  the 
hunting  of  sharp-tailed  grouse  subject 
to  the  following  conditions: 

(1)  Hunting  Is  permitted  from  sun¬ 
rise  to  sunset  on  November  22.  1976 
through  December  12, 1976. 

(2)  All  hunters  must  exhibit  their 
hunting  license,  game  and  vehicle  con¬ 
tents  to  Federal  and  State  officers  upon 
request. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 
32,  and  are  effective  through  December 
12, 1976. 

James  W.  Matthews, 
Refuge  Manager,  Arrotowood 
National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Pingree,  North  Dakota  58476. 

September  29, 1976. 

[PR  Doc.76-30074  Piled  10-13-76:8:46  am) 


PART  32— HUNTING 

Arrowwood  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
North  Dakota 

The  following  special  regulations  are 
issued  and  are  effective  on  October  14, 

1976. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game: 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

North  Dakota 

arrowwood  national  wildlife  refuge 

labile  hunting  of  red  fox  on  the 
Arrowwood  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
North  Dakota,  is  permitted  only  on  the 
area  designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunt¬ 
ing.  This  open  area,  comprising  14,814 
acres,  is  delineated  on  a  map  available  at 
the  refuge  headquarters  and  from  the 
Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  10597  West  6th  Avenue,  Denver, 
Colorado  80215.  Hunting  shall  be  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  all  applicable  State  regu¬ 
lations  covering  the  himting  of  red  fox 
subject  to  the  following  conditions. 

(1)  Hunting  is  permitted  from  sunrise 
to  sunset  October  9, 1976,  through  Febru¬ 
ary  28, 1977. 

(2)  All  hunters  must  exhibit  their 
hunting  license,  game  and  vehicle  con¬ 
tents  to  Federal  and  State  Officers  upon 
request. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generalh^  which  are  set  forth  In  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  February  28, 

1977. 

James  W.  Matthews, 
Refuge  Manager,  Arfowwood 
National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Pingree,  North  Dakota  58476. 

September  29,  1976. 

(PR  Doc.76-3007a  PUed  10-13-76:8:46  am] 
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PART  32— HUNTING 

Arrowwood  National  Wildlife  Rerfuge, 
North  Dakota 

Ttie  following  special  regulations  are 
issued  and  are  effective  on  October  14, 
1976. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  i¥ildlife  refuge  areas. 

North  Dakota 

ARROWWOOD  NATIONAL, WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  deer  on  the  Arrow- 
wood  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  North 
Dakota,  is  permitted  only  on  the  area 
designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting. 
This  open  area,  comprising  approxi¬ 
mately  14,814  acres  is  delineated  on  a 
map  available  at  the  refuge  headquarters 
and  from  the  Regional  Director,  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  10597  West  6th  Avenue, 
Denver,  Colorado  80215.  Hunting  shall  be 
in  accordance  with  all  applicable  State 
regulations,  covering  the  himting  of  deer 
subject  to  the  following  conditions. 

(1)  Hunting  is  permitted  from  12  Noon 
to  sunset  November  12,  1976  and  from 
sunrise  to  sunset  November  13,  1976 
through  November  21, 1976. 

(2)  All  hunters  must  exhibit  their 
hunting  license,  deer  tag,  game  and  vehi¬ 
cle  contents  to  Federal  and  State  of¬ 
ficers  upon  request. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  cm  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32,  and 
are  effective  through  November  21,  1976. 

James  W.  Matthews, 
Refuge  Manager,  Arrowwood 
'  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Pin- 
gree.  North  Dakota  58476. 

September  29,  1976. 

[PR  Doc.76-30073  Piled  10-13-76; 8; 45  amj 

PART  32— HUNTING 

Long  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
North  Dakota 

The  following  special  regulations  are 
issued  and  are  effective  on  October  14, 
1976. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

North  Dakota 

LONG  LAKE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  deer  on  the  Long 
Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  North 
Dakota,  is  permitted  only  on  the  area 
designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting. 
This  open  area,  comprising  approxi¬ 
mately  19,500  acres,  is  delineated  on  a 
map  available  at  the  refuge  headquarters 
and  from  the  Regional  Director,  Rsh  and 
Wildlife  Service,  10597  West  6th  Avenue, 
Denver,  Colorado  80215.  Himting  shall 
be  in  accordance  with  all  applicable  State 
regulations,  covering  the  hunting  of  deer 
subject  to  the  following  conditions: 

(1)  Hunting  Is  permitted  frcxn  12  Noon 
to  sunset  November  12,  1976  and  from 


sunrise  to  sunset  November  13,  1976 
through  Novanber  21,  1976. 

(2)  All  hunters  must  exhibit  their 
hunting  license,  deer  tag,  game  and  vdii- 
cle  contents  to  Federal  and  State  oflBcers 
upon  request. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32,  and 
are  effective  through  November  21, 1976. 

James  W.  Matthews, 
Refuge  Manager,  Arrowwood 
-  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Pin- 
gree.  North  Dakota  58476. 

September  29,  1976. 

[PR  Doc.76-  30076  FUed  10-13-76;8:45  am] 


PART  32— HUNTING 

Slade  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  North 
Dakota 

The  following  special  regulations  are 
issued  and  are  effective  on  October  14, 
1976. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

North  Dakota 

SLADE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  deer  on  the  Slade 
National  Wildlife  Refuge,  North  Dakota, 
is  permitted  only  on  the  area  designated 
by  signs  as  open  to  hunting.  This  open 
area,  comprising  approximately  2,840 
acres  is  delineated  on  a  map  available 
at  the  refuge  headquarters  and  frcxn  the 
Regional  Director,  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  10597  West  6th  Avenue,  Denver, 
Colorado  80215.  Hunting  shall  be  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  all  applicable  State  regula¬ 
tions,  covering  the  himting  of  deer  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  following  conditions: 

(1)  Hunting  is  permitted  from  12 
Noon  to  sunset  November  12,  1976  and 
from  sunrise  to  sunset  November  13, 1976 
through  November  21,  1976. 

(2)  All  hunters  must  exhibit  their 
himting  license,  deer  tag,  game  and  v^i- 
cle  contents  to  Federal  and  State  officers 
upon  request. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32,  and 
are  effective  through  November  21,  1976. 

James  W.  Matthews, 
Refuge  Manager,  Arrowwood 
National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Pingree,  North  Dakota  58476. 

September  29,  1976. 

[PR  Doc.76-30075  Filed  10-13-76;8:45  am] 


PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 

Arrowwood  National  WHdIlfe  Refuge, 
North  Dakota 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  October  14,  1976. 


§  33.5  Special  regulations;  sport  fishing; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

North  Dakota 

ARROWWOOD  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Arrowwood  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge.  North  Dakota,  is 
permitted  only  on  the  areas  designated 
by  signs  as  open  to  fishing.  These  areas 
comprising  1.550  acres  are  delineated  on 
maps  available  at  the  refuge  headquar¬ 
ters  and  from  the  office  of  the  Regional 
Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
10597  West  6th  Avenue,  Denver,  Colorado 
80215.  Sport  Fishing  shall  be  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  all  applicable  State  regula¬ 
tions  subject  to  the  following  special 
conditions: 

(1)  The  open  season  for  sport  fishing 
on  the  refuge  shall  extend  from  Decem¬ 
ber  4,  1976  through  March  20,  1977. 

(2)  The  use  of  boats,  without  motors, 
is  permitted. 

The  provisions  of  these  special  regula¬ 
tions  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  fishing  on  Wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Part  33,  and  are  effective  through 
March  20,  1977. 

James  W.  Matthews, 
Refuge  Manager,  Arrowwood 
National  Wildlife  -  Refuge, 
Pingree,  North  Dakota  58476. 

September  29,  1976. 

[PR  Doc.76-30077  Filed  10-13-76;8:45  am] 

PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 

Long  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
North  Dakota 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  October  14,  1976. 

§  33.5  Special  regulations ;  sport  fishing; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

North  Dakota 

LONG  LAKE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Long  Lake  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Moffit,  North 
Dakota  is  permitted  on  refuge  waters. 
These  open  areas,  comprising  3,625  acres, 
are  delineated  on  maps  available  at  ref¬ 
uge  headquarters  and  from  the  office  of 
the  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
WUdllfe  Service,  10597  West  6th  Avenue, 
Denver,  Colorado  80215.  Sport  fishing 
shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  applicable 
State  regulations  subject  to  the  following 
special  conditions: 

(1)  The  op«i  season  for  winter  sport 
fishing  on  the  refuge  extends  from  De¬ 
cember  18,  1976  to  March  26,  1977. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  fishing  on  Wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50. 
Part  33,  and  are  effective  through 
March  26,  1977. 

James  W.  Matthews, 
Refuge  Manager,  Arrowwood 
National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Pingree,  North  Dakota  58476. 

September  29. 1976. 

(PR  DOC.76-30078  FUed  10-13-76;8:45  am] 
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Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  I— AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING 
SERVICE  (STANDARDS,  INSPECTIONS. 
MARKETING  PRACTICES),  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  C — REGULATIONS  AND  STAND¬ 
ARDS  UNDER  THE  AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  ACT  OF  1946 

PART  53— LIVESTOCK.  MEATS,  PREPARED 
MEATS,  AND  MEAT  PRODUCTS  (GRAD¬ 
ING,  CERTIFICATION,  AND  STAND¬ 
ARDS) 

Subpart  A — Regulations 
Pees  for  Grading  Service 

This  document  updates  the  regulations 
under  which  voluntary  meat  grading  and 
related  services  are  provided  by  increas¬ 
ing  the  hourly  fees  charged  to  users  of 
this  self-supporting  service. 

The  Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of 
1946  provides  for  the  collection  of  fees 
approximately  equal  to  the  cost  of  Fed¬ 
eral  meat  grading  services  rendered 
under  its  provisions.  Salaries  paid  to  Fed¬ 
eral  employees  have  been  increased  under 
the  provisions  of  Pub.  L.  92-210.  There¬ 
fore,  it  has  been  determined  that  in 
order  to  cover  the  increased  costs  of  pro¬ 
viding  Federal  meat  grading  services  in¬ 
cluding  salaries  paid  to  Federal  employ¬ 
ees  and  other  associated  costs  of  provid¬ 
ing  and  administering  the  program,  the 
hourly  fee  must  be  increased  as  provided 
herein. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  sections 
203  and  205  of  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Act  of  1946,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
1622,  1624) ,  the  provisions  of  7  CFR  53.29 
(a)  prescribing  fees  in  connection  with 
the  performance  of  Federal  meat  grad¬ 
ing  services  are  hereby  amended  by 
changing  the  phrases  “$16.20  per  hour," 
“$19.20  per  hour,”  and  “$32.40  per  hour” 
to  “$17.00  per  hour,”  “$20.00  per  hour,” 
and  “$34.00  per  hour,”  respectively. 

The  need  for  the  increase  and  the 
amount  thereby  are  dependent  upon 
facts  within  the  knowledge  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service.  Therefore, 
under  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553,  it  is 
foimd  that  notice  and  other  public  pro¬ 
cedures  with  respiect  to  this  amendment 
are  impractical  and  unnecessary  and 
good  cause  is  foimd  to  make  the  amend¬ 
ment  effective  less  than  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
October  24, 1976,  with  respect  to  all  Fed¬ 
eral  meat  grading  services  rendered  on 
and  after  that  date,  including  service 
imder  commitment  agreanent  whether 
heretofore  or  hereafter  made. 

(Sec.  203,  205,  60  Stat.  1067,  1060,  (7  U.S.C. 
1622,  1624).) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  8th  day 
of  October  1976. 

Donald  E.  Wilkinson, 

Administrator. 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 
[FR  Doc.76-30160  Filed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Valencia  Orange  Reg.  549] 

PART  908— VALENCIA  ORANGES  GROWN 
IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIGNATED  PART  OF 
CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

This  regulatiim  fixes  the  quantity  of 
California-Arizona  Valencia  oranges 
that  may  be  shipped  to  fresh  market 
during  the  weekly  regulation  period  Oc¬ 
tober  15-21,  1976.  It  is  issued  pursuant 
to  the'  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937,  as  amended,  and  Mar¬ 
keting  Order  No.  908.  The  quantity  of 
Valencia  oranges  so  fixed  was  arrived 
at  after  consideration  of  the  total  avail¬ 
able  supply  of  Valencia  oranges,  the 
quantity  of  Valencia  oranges  currently 
available  for  market,  the  fresh  market 
demand  for  Valencia  oranges.  Valencia 
orange  prices,  and  the  relationship  of 
season  average  returns  to  the  parity  price 
for  Valencia  oranges. 

§  908.849  Valencia  Orange  Kegnlatioii 
549. 

(a)  Findings.  (1>  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Or¬ 
der  No.  908,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
908),  regulating  the  handling  of  Va¬ 
lencia  oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  des¬ 
ignated  part  of  California,  effective  un¬ 
der  the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U£.C.  601-674), 
and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  and  information  submitted  by  the 
Valencia  Orange  Administrative  Com¬ 
mittee,  established  under  the  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der,  and  upon  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  handling  of  such  Valencia 
oranges,  as  hereinafter  provided,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for-  this  regulation  to 
limit  the  respective  quantities  of  Va¬ 
lencia  oranges  that  may  be  marketed 
from  District  1,  District  2,  and  District  3 
during  the  ensuing  week  stems  from  the 
production  and  marketing  situation  con¬ 
fronting  the  Valencia  orange  industry, 

(i)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantities  of  Valencia  oranges  that 
should  be  marketed  during  the  next  suc¬ 
ceeding  week.  Such  recommendation,  de¬ 
signed  to  provide  equity  of  marketing 
opportunity  to  handlers  in  all  districts, 
resulted  from  consideration  of  the  fac¬ 
tors  enumerated  in  the  order.  The  com¬ 
mittee  further  reports  that  the  fresh 
market  demand  for  Valencia  oranges 
continues  good.  Prices  f.o.b.  for  the  week 
ending  October  7,  were  $3.94  per  carton 
on  813  cars  as  compared  with  $3.93  per 
carton  on  765  cars  during  the  prior  week. 
Track  and  rolling  supplies  at  389  cars 
were  down  74  cars  from  last  week. 

<il)  Having  considered  the  recommen¬ 
dation  and  information  submitted  by  the 


committee,  and  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the  respec¬ 
tive  quantities  of  Valencia  oranges  which 
may  be  handled  should  be  fixed  as  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth. 

f3)  It  Is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
regulation  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  regulation  is  based  became 
available  and  the  time  when  this  regu¬ 
lation  must  become  effective  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 
is  insufficient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is 
permitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  pro¬ 
visions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter 
set  forth.  Ihe  committee  held  an  open 
meeting  during  the  current  week,  after 
giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  consider 
supply  and  market  conditions  for  Va¬ 
lencia  oranges  and  the  need  for  regula¬ 
tion:  interested  persons  were  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  submit  information 
and,  views  at  this  meeting;  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  supporting  information 
for  regulation  during  the  period  speci¬ 
fied  herein  were  promptly  submitted  to 
the  Department  after  such  meeting  was 
held;  the  provisions  of  this  regulation, 
including  its  effective  time,  are  identical 
with  the  aforesaid  recommendation  of 
the  committee,  and  information  con¬ 
cerning  such  provisions  and  effective 
time  has  been  disseminated  among 
handlers  of  such  Valencia  oranges;  it  is 
necessary,  in  order  to  effectuate' the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this 
regulation  effective  during  the  period 
herein  specified;  and  compliance  with 
this  regulation  will  not  require  any  spe¬ 
cial  preparation  on  the  part  of  persons 
subject  hereto  which  cannot  be  com¬ 
pleted  on  or  before  the  effective  date 
hereof.  Such  committee  meeting,  was 
held  on  October  12, 1976. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quanti¬ 
ties  of  Valencia  oranges  grown  in  Ari¬ 
zona  and  designated  part  of  California 
which  may  be  handled  during  the  period 
October  15,  1976,  through  October  21, 
1976,  are  hereby  fixed  as  follows; 

(1)  District  1:  315,000  cartons; 

(ii)  District  2:  385,000  cartons; 

(ili)  District  3;  Unlimited. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled”, 
“District  1”,  “District  2”,  “District  3”, 
and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 

(Sees.  1-19,  48  Stat.  81,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674.) 

Dated:  October  13, 1976. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[FR  DOC.76-S0362  Filed  10-13-76; U  :29  am] 
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This  section  of  tho  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Customs  Service 
[  19  CFR  Part  1  ] 

CUSTOMS  FIELD  ORGANIZATION 

Proposed  Change  in  Customs  Region  IX 

Notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  July  12, 1976  (41  FR  28517) , 
of  a  proposal  to  establish  a  Chistoms  port 
of  entry  at  Grand  Rapids,  Michigan,  in 
the  Detroit,  Michigan,  Customs  district 
(Region  IX) .  After  consideration  of  a 
comment  received  in  response  to  this 
proposal,  it  appears  that  the  proposed 
geographical  limits  of  the  proposed  port 
of  entry  should  be  extended.  Conse¬ 
quently,  it  has  been  determined  advisable 
to  reissue  the  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making  to  designate  Grand  Rapids, 
Michigan,  as  a  Customs  port  of  entry. 

Accordingly,  the  notice  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  dated  July  12,  1976 
(41  FR  28517),  is  supierseded  by  this 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

By  virture  of  the  authority  vested  In 
the  President  by  section  1  of  the  Act  of 
August  1,  1914,  38  Stat.  623,  as  amended 
(19  U.S.C.  2) ,  and  delegated  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Treasury  by  Executive 
Order  No.  10289,  September  17,  1951  (3 
CFR  1949-1953  (IJomp.,  Ch.  II) ,  and  pur¬ 
suant  to  authority  provided  by  Treasury 
Department  Order  No.  190,  Rev.  11  (41 
FR  20198),  Grand  Rapids,  Michigan,  is 
hereby  proposed  as  a  Chistoms  port  of 
entry  in  the  Detroit,  Michigan,  Customs 
district  (Region  IX) . 

The  geographical  limits  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  port  of  entry  will  include  all  that 
area  beginning  at  the  northwestemmost 
comer  of  the  City  of  Walker,  Michigan, 
and  extending  in  an  eastwardly  direc¬ 
tion  along  the  northern  boundaries  of  the 
Chty  of  Walker,  the  City  of  Grand 
Rapids,  Grand  Rapids  Township,  and 
Ada  Township,  all  in  Michigan,  to  the 
northeastemmost  point  of  Ada  Town¬ 
ship,  then  proceeding  in  a  southerly 
direction  along  the  easterp  boimdaries  of 
Ada  Township,  CTascade  Township,  and 
Caledonia  Township,  Michigan,  to  84th 
Street,  then  proceeding  in  a  westerly 
direction  along  84th  Street  to  its  inter¬ 
section  with  the  boundary  line  between 
Kent  County  and  Ottawa  (Tounty,  Aflchi- 
gan,  then  proceeding  in  a  northerly 
direction  along  the  boimdary  line  be¬ 
tween  Kent  Coimty  and  Ottawa  County, 
Michigan,  to  the  northwestemmost  cor¬ 
ner  of  the  City  of  Walker,  Michigan. 

Prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  foregoing 
proposal,  consideration  will  be  given  to 
any  relevant  data,  views,  or  arguments 
which  are  submitted  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs,  Attention;  Regula¬ 
tions  Division,  Washington,  D.C.  20229, 


and  received  not  later  than  November  15, 
1976. 

Written  material  or  suggesticms  sub¬ 
mitted  wUl  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  in  accordance  with  S  103.8(b)  of 
the  CTustoms  Regulations  (19  CTR  103.8 
(b) )  at  the  Regulations  Division,  Head¬ 
quarters,  United  States  Customs-iServ- 
Ice,  Washington,  D.C.,  during  regular 
business  hours. 

Dated:  October  5,  1976. 

Jerry  Thomas, 

Under  Secretary  of 

the  Treasury. 

[FR  Doc.76-30146  Piled  10-13-76:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

[  50  CFR  Part  216  ] 

MARIflE  MAMMALS 

Incidental  Take  in  Court  of  Yellowfin  Tuna 

Purse  Seine  Fishing  Operations;  Hearing 

On  May  11,  1976,  the  U.S.  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  Columbia  de¬ 
clared  the  current  regulations  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service  author¬ 
izing  the  taking  of  marine  mammals  in¬ 
cidental  to  yellowfin  tuna  purse  seining 
activities,  50  CFR  216.24,  to  be  voided 
as  contrary  to  the  Marine  Mammal  Pro¬ 
tection  Act,  16  U.S.C.  1361,  et  seq.  On 
August  6, 1976,  the  U.S.  Court  of  Appeals 
for  the  Disiadct  of  Columbia  Circuit 
affirmed  the  District  Court’s  order,  but 
stayed  it  until  January  1,  1977,  because 
of  the  disastrous  effect  its  imme^te  im¬ 
plementation  would  have  on  commercial 
fishermen  operating  under  the  general 
permit  authorized  by  the  current  regu¬ 
lations. 

Notice  of  intent  to  propose  regulations 
and  hold  a  public  hearing  thereon  was 
published  at  41  FR  43729,  October  4, 
1976. 

Regulations  are  hereby  proposed  to  re¬ 
place  those  voided  by  the  District  Court 
order,  l.e.,  §  216.24(d)  (2),  and  to  amend 
§§  216.24(e)  and  216.24(f)  of  'Htle  50, 
Chapter  n  Part  216,  CJFR.  I 

Expedited  procedural  regulations  to 
govern  the  public  hearing  and  rulemak¬ 
ing  proceeding  were  published  at  41  FR 
43550,  October  1,  1976.  The  new  regula¬ 
tions  Include  a  limitation  on  the  nmnber 
of  each  stock  or  species  involved  in  com¬ 
mercial  yellowfin  tuna  purse  seine  fish¬ 
ing  to  ensure  that  the  allowed  take  will 
not  be  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  species 
or  stocks.  It  is  proposed  to  impose  the 
foUowffig  limits  in  1977: 

No  take  will  be  allowed  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  stocks  or  species: 


Eastern  spinner  dolphin. 

Whltebelly  spinner  dolphin.^ 

Costa  Rican  pinner  dolphin. 

Coastal  spotted  dolphin. 

Melon-headed  whale. 

Pygmy  killer  whale. 

The  maximum  number  of  marine 
mammals  that  may  be  killed  by  U.S.  ves¬ 
sels  in  the  course  of  commercial  yellow¬ 
fin  tuna  purse  seine  fishing  operations 
during  1977  is  proposed  to  be  limited 
as  follows: 


Offshore  spotted  dolphin  ^ _  21, 800 

Northern  common  dolphin _  400 

Central  common  dolphin _  1, 600 

Southern  common  dolphin* _  5,600 

Northern  striped  dolphin _  40 

North-equatorial  striped  dolphin*—  400 

Bottlenosed  dolphin _  60 

Fraser’s  dolphin _  6 

Rlsso’s  dolphin _  5 

Rough-toothed  dolphin _ ; _  5 

Short-finned  pilot  whale _  5 


Total . . .  29,  920 


*  Including  the  tentatively  Identified 
Southwestern  stock. 

*  Including  the  tentatively  Identified  Equa¬ 
torial-Oceanic  stock. 

» Including  the  tentatively  Identified 
South -Equatorial  stock. 

In  addition,  the  proposed  regulations 
also:  (1)  Require  that  applicants  for  a 
category  2  permit  (yellowfin  tuna  purse 
seine)  demonstrate  that  any  proposed 
taking  would  be  consistent  with  the 
purposes  of  the  Act;  (2)  require  the  in¬ 
stallation  of  a  modified  porpoise  safety 
panel  of  1^4"  mesh;  (3)  amend  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  Importing  tuna  and  tuna 
products  taken  in  association  with 
marine  mammals;  and  (4)  make  techni¬ 
cal  amendments  to  gear  requirement 
language. 

In  addition,  it  is  proposed  to  place  an 
observer  aboard  each  U.S.  tima  pmse- 
selne  vessel  (400  ton  carrying  capacity  or 
greater)  fishing  on  piorpolse  for  at  least 
one  trip  during  1977  contingent  upon  the 
availability  of  necessary  manpower  and 
funds. 

Required  Statements 

Section  103(d)  of  the  Act  requires  that 
the  following  statements  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  at  this  time: 

(DA  statement  of  the  estimated  ex¬ 
isting  levels  of  the  species  an^  population 
stocks  of  the  marine  mammal  concerned. 

Of  the  approximately  104  species  of 
marine  mammals  throughout  the  woTld, 
17  known  species  and  population  stocks 
and  4  t^tatively  Identified  stocks  are 
Involved  in  commercitd  yellowfin  tuna 


*  Including  the  tentatively  Identified 
Southwestern  stock. 
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Species/stock  management  units 

Estimstes  ol 
08P 

Proposed  total 
allowable  take 
by  United 
States  and 
noorUnUed 
States 

Proposed 
allowable  1977 
take  by  U.S 
vamels 

l.  Spnited  dnlpfain  _ _  .  * 

Nsae 

2.  Spotted  dolphin  (oflshWB)  * _ 

*aA4 

47,960 

3.  Spinner  dolphin  (Costa  Ricsnl _ 

4.  Spinner  dolphin  fesstornl _ 

—  .64 

6.  Spinner  dolphin  (whitebellv)  _ _ 

.  76 

3,032 

460 

2,000 

7,100 

05 

A  Common  dolphin  (aoftbem) _ 

*  AOA 

400 

1,600 

6,600 

40 

400 

60 

7.  Common  dolphin  (central  i 

AOA 

A  (Common  dolphin  (southern)  * _  _ 

AOA 

t.  Striped  dolphin  (northern). . . 

AOA 

10.  Striped  dolphin  <north.«qhatnrial)l.. . 

AOA 

663 

97 

s 

11.  Bottlenoeea  dolihin _  _ _ 

12.  Rough-toothed  dolphin  .  _ .  . 

AOA 

AOA 

13.  Fraser’s  dolphin _  . 

AOA 

lA  Risse’s  dolidiin_.  _  . 
lA  Short-finned  pilot  whale  ...  , 

AOA 

....  AOA 

7 

5 

5 

lA  Malon-hended  whale. . 

17.  Pygmy  kUler  whate . 

AOA 

AOA 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Total .  <n,409  29.920 


>  Including  the  tentathrely  identlfled  aouthwestem  stock. 

*  Percentage  o(  Initial  onaxploited  stock  sise. 

'  AOA  equals  at  or  abora  the  optoum  sustainable  population  leveL 

*  Indnd^  the  tantatieely  identified  equatorial-oceanic  stock. 

*  Inclodinc  tha  tcntativ^y  identified  south-equatorial  stock. 

Non.— Poii^  estimatas  for  management  units  2,  4,  and  6  are  for  1977,  and  therefore  differ  from  the  estimates  of 
the  Workdiop  on  Stock  Assessment  of  Porpoises  which  are  estimatas  for  197fli. 


purse  seining  in  the  eastern  trc^ical 
Pacific  Ocean.  The  17  stocks  for  which 
population  levels  have  been  estimated  are 
as  follows: 


Species  stock  Estimated 

Management  Unite:  Poputation  Level 

1.  Spotted  dolphin  (coast¬ 

al)  _  (») 

2.  I^iotted  ckdphin  (off¬ 

shore)*  _  3,674,000 

3.  Spinner  dolphin  (Costa 

Rican)  _ _ _ _  (*) 

4.  Spinner  dolphin  (east¬ 

ern)  - _ 1,292,000 

6.  Spinner  dolphin  (whlte- 

beUy)*  _  649,000 

6.  Common  dolphin  (north¬ 

ern)  400,000 

7.  Common  dolphin  (cen¬ 

tral)  _  230, 000 

8.  Common  dolphin  (south¬ 

ern)*  - _  800,000 

9.  Striped  dolphin  (north¬ 

ern)  _ _ _ _  18,000 

10.  StripM  dolphin  (north- 

equatorial)*  _ 230.000 

11.  Bottlenosed  dolphin -  588.000 

12.  Bough-toothed  dolphin-  460 

13.  PraBMT’s  dolphin -  7,800 

14.  Blsso’s  dolphin -  7,600 

15.  Short-finned  pUot  whale-  60.000 

16.  Melon-headed  whale -  (*) 

17.  Pygmy  kUler  whale -  (*) 

*  Including  the  tentatively  Identified 
Southwestern  stock. 

» Including  the  tentatively  Identified 
Southwestern  stock. 


*  Including  the  tentatively  identified  Bqua- 
torlal-Oceanlc  stock. 

*  Including  the  tentatively  Identified 
South-Bquatorlal  stock. 

•Unknown. 

(2)  A  statement  of  the  expected  im¬ 
pact  of  the  proposed  regulations  on  the 
optimum  sustainable  population  of  each 
species  or  population  stock. 

Species  of  porpoises  and  small  whales 
found  in  the  eastern  tropical  Pacific 
Ocean  are  the  species  taken  incidental  to 
tuna  purse  seine  operations.  The  most 
recent  estimates  by  the  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service  regarding  all  species 
and  stocks  of  porpoise  killed  by  U.8. 
purse  seine  operations  are,  310,000  In 
1971,  306,000  in  1972,  175,000  in  1973, 
99,000  in  1974  and  134,000  in  1975. 

Optimum  sustainable  population  levels 
have  been  determined  for  all  but  4  of 
the  17  species  and  stocks  involved  in  the 
fishery.  The  proposed  U.S.  take  limita¬ 
tions  given  b^ow  have  been  determined 
to  allow  the  species  and  stocks  to  Increase 
with  virtual  certainty  and  to  grow  to¬ 
ward  or  remain  within  or  above  their 
f^Umum  sustainable  p<mulation  range: 


(3)  A  statement  describing  the  evi¬ 
dence  before  the  Secretary  upon  which 
he  proposes  to  base  such  regulations. 

The  National  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice,  in  cooperation  with  other  Federal 
agencies,  private  organizations,  and  in¬ 
dividuals,  has  conducted  an  extensive  re¬ 
search  program  since  1973  regarding  the 
status  of  and  mortality  of  marine  mam¬ 
mals  taken  incidental  to  yellowfin  tuna 
purse  seine  fishing.-  The  purpose  of  the 
research  has  included  the  determination 
of  the  extent  of  the  'mortality  incidmtal 
to  purse  seine  fishing  and  the  identifica¬ 
tion  and  implementation  of  measures  to 
reduce  mortality.  Pertinent  information 
available  to  the  Nationsd  Marine  Fisher¬ 
ies  Service  has  been  pifiiUshed  or  made 
available  through  public  hearings  as 
listed  in  subsection  “(4)  **  foUowing. 

(4)  Any  studies  made  by  or  for  the 
Secretary  or  any  recommendations  made 
by  or  for  the  Secretary  or  the  Marine 
Mammal  Commission  which  relate  to  the 
establishment  of  such  regulations. 

Available  information  upon  which  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  were  based  in  1974  and 
1975  was  listed  in  39  FR  9686,  March  31. 
1974  and  40  FR  41531,  September  8, 1975. 
Additional  material  was  submitted  for 
the  record  at  public  hearings  held  May  15 
and  16, 1974  in  Seattle.  Washington;  De¬ 
cember  10  and  11.  1974  In  Washington, 
D.C.;  October  9  and  10, 1975  In  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.;  and  October  24  and  25  in  San 
Diego,  California. 

On  Deconber  5.  1975,  the  Deputy  Di¬ 
rector  published  in  the  Fbbkral  Registxr 


(40  FR  56899)  the  recommended  regula¬ 
tory  amendments  which  were  effective 
December  19,  1975.  Copies  of  all  public 
records  are  available  for  review  in  the 
ofiBces  of  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service.  3300  Whitehaven  Street,  NW., 
Washingtem.  D.C.  A  Draft  Supplement 
to  the  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  filed  on  November  18,  1975,  is 
expected  to  be  Issued  on  or  about  October 
29. 1976,  and  will  be  available  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  upon  request. 

The  following  reports  have  since  been 
published  and  are  available  for  ref¬ 
erence: 

Report  submitted  to  Congress  on  the  Admin¬ 
istration  of  the  Marine  Mammal  Protec¬ 
tion  Act  of  1072,  ^rtt  1.  1976  through 
March  31.  1978.  NMPS,  June  1976. 
Progress  of  Research  on  Porpoise  Mortality 
Incidental  to  Tuna  Purse-seine  Fishing  for 
Fiscal  Year  1976,  Southwest  Fisheries  Cen- 
'  ter,  NMFS,  La  Jolla,  California.  Septem¬ 
ber  1976. 

Report  of  the  Workshop  on  Stock  Assess- 
mwat  of  PcMpcfise  Invtdved  in  the  Eastern 
Pacific  Tellowfln  Tuna  Fishery  Southwest 
Fisheries  Center,  NMFS.  La  Jefila,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  September  1976. 

Incidental  Porpoise  MortaUty  by  UB.  Purse 
Seine  Vessels,  January  1  through  April  14, 
1976.  Southwest  Fisheries  Center,  NMFS, 
La  Jolla,  Caltfomla.  May  13,  1976. 

Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  Reg¬ 
ulations  to  Ck>vem  the  Issuance  of  Permits 
to  Allow  a  Tske  of  Marine  in  the 

Course  of  Normal  Commercial  Fishing  Op¬ 
erations.  NMFS,  November  18,  1975. 

The  Concept  of  Optimum  Sustainable  Popu¬ 
lations,  September  1976.  Marine  Mammal 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
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Notice  of  Hearing  and  Issues 

A  public  hearing  will  he  held  regard¬ 
ing  this  proposal  in  accordance  with  sec¬ 
tions  101  and  103  of  the  Act.  The  hearing 
will  Involve,  but  not  necessarily  be  lim¬ 
ited  to,  the  following  issues  of  fact.  Evi¬ 
dence  relevant  to  other  issues  may  be 
submitted  at  the  hearing,  subject  to 
rulings  of  the  presiding  officer  on  the 
materiality  of  such  issues. 

1. - Estimated  existing  levels  of  the  species 
and  population  stocks  of  the  marine  mam¬ 
mals  involved  in  purse  seining  for  yellowfln 
tuna; 

2.  The  expected  impact  of  the  proposed 
regulations  on  the  optimum  sustainable  pop¬ 
ulations  of  the  species  or  population  stocks 
Involved; 

3.  The  percentage  of  the  Initial  unexplolted 
species  or  population  stock  size  which  results 
In.  the  maxlmiun  net  productivity  of  the  in¬ 
volved  i^eclee  and  population  stocks; 

4.  The  economic  feasibility  of  implement^ 
Ing  the  proposed  regulations; 

5.  The  technological  feasibility  of  imple¬ 
menting  the  proposed  regulations; 

6.  The  rate  of  kUl  and  total  kill  of  the  in¬ 
volved  marine  mammals  by  foreign  countries; 

7.  The  Impact  of  the  regulations  on  impor¬ 
tation  of  yellowfln  tuna  and  yellowfln  tuna 
products; 

8.  The  impact  of  implementing  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  on  the  tuna  stocks. 

Hie  hearing  will  be  held  in  the  Pent¬ 
house,  Page  Building  1,  2001  Wisconsin 
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Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20240, 
beginning  at  10:00  a.m.,  November  15, 
1978. 

The  final  date  for  filing  a  notice  with 
the  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  3300  Whitehaven  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20235,  of  intent  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  hearing,  by  certified  mail, 
is  October  28,  1976.  The  docket  number 
assigned  to  the  case  is  MMPAH  #2-1976. 
Judge  Frank  W.  Vanderheyden  is  sched¬ 
uled  to  be  assigned  aa  the  presiding  of¬ 
ficer  for  the  proceeding. 

Records  and  documents  relative  to  the 
proposal  will  be  maintained  in  the  offices 
of  the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
Page  Building  2,  Room  426,  3300  White¬ 
haven  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.. 
and  may  be  reviewed  during  normal 
working  hours. 

Under  the  provisions  of  the  procedural 
regulations  applicable  to  this  hearing, 
section  4  of  the  “Government  in  the  Sun¬ 
shine  Act”  (Pub.  L.  94-409) ,  dealing  with 
ex-parte  communications  is  incorporated 
for  purposes  of  this  hearing.  The  follow¬ 
ing  persons  are  those  employees  of  the 
agency  who  may  reasonably  be  expected 
to  be  involved  in  the  decisional  process  of 
the  proceeding,  and  are,  therefore,  here¬ 
by  identified  to  all  interested  persons 
outside  the  agency  in  order  that  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  4  can  be  complied  with: 


Code  Niime  Title 


A 

EE 

MR 

OC 

OCx2 

GCx2 

F 

F 

F 

F3 

F33 

Fas 


8WFC 

BWFC 

8WFC 

FSW 

FBW 

FSW 

FSW 

DOC 


Robert  M.  White . Administrator,  NOAA. 

William  Axon . DirecUw,  OflBce  of  Ecology  and  Enviroiunental  t’oii.siM'valion,  NOA.A. 

David  n.  Wallace . Associate  Administrator,  NOAA. 

WiUiam  C.  Bri^wer,  Jr . .  Oeneral  Counsel,  NOAA. 

Herbert  L.  Blatt. . Assistant  Oeneral  Counsel,  NOAA. 

Martin  B.  Hochman... . Staff  attorney,  NOAA. 

Hob^  W.  Sohoning . DlreetorjNMFS. 

Jack  W.  Oehringer . Deputy  Director,  NMFS. 

Winfred  H.  Meibolim . Assistant  to  the  Director,  NMFS. 

Harvey  M.  Hutchings . Acting  Assistant  Dlrectw  for  Fisheries  Management  NMFS. 

Robert  B.  Brumstea . Acting  Chief,  Division  of  Marine  ManunaLs  and  Endangered  Species, 

NMFS. 

William  P.  Jensen .  SlafI  Specialist,  Division  of  Marine  Mammals  and  Endangered  Specie-s 

NMFS. 


Robert  F.  Scott . Acting  Assistant  Directw  for  Scientific  and  Technical  Services,  NMFS. 

Izadore  ^nrett . Acting  Director,  Southwest  Fisheries  Center,  NMFS,  La  Jolla,  Calif. 

John  T.  Everett .  L^der,  Southwest  Fisheries  Center,  tuna/porpoise  interaction  program. 

La  Jolla.  Calif. 

William  W.  Fox,  Jr . Chief,  Oceanic  Resources  Division,  Southwest  Fisheries  Center,  La  Jolla, 

^  Calif. 

Gary  Smith  .  Resource  Management  Administrator,  southwest  region,  NMFS,  Termi¬ 

nal  Island,  C^ 

Gerald  V.  Howard .  Regional  Director,  southwest  region,  NMFS,  Terminal  Island,  Calif. 

Floyd  S.  Anders,  Jr .  Deputy  Director,  southwest  region,  NMFS,  Terminal  Island,  Calif. 

Nonuan  Mendez . Marine  Resource  Management  Specialist,  NMFS,  field  oflice,  soutliwest 

region,  San  Diego,  C^f. 

Frank  W.  Vanderheyden _ Administrative  law  Judge,  Department  of  Commerce. 


Ex  parte  communications  relevant  to 
the  merits  of  the  proceeding  to  or  from 
the  above-named  persons  from  or  to  any 
mterested  person  outside  the  Department 
of  Commerce  are  prohibited  from  the 
date  of  this  notice  until  the  date  the  final 
regulations  resulting  from  the  proceed¬ 
ing  are  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister.  Section  4  provides  mechanisms  for 
enforcing  this  prohibition,  including  (1) 
the  requirement  that  an  employee  mak¬ 
ing  or  receiving  prohibited  communica¬ 
tions  disclose  them  and  all  responses  to 
them  on  the  public  record  of  the  proceed¬ 
ing;  and  (2)  authorization  of  dismissal 
or  other  adverse  action  against  the  claim 
of  the  party  to  the  proceeding  who  makes 
or  causes  prohibited  communication. 
■‘Ex  parte  communication”  means  an 
oral  or  written  commimicaiton  not  on 
the  public  record  with  respect  to  which 


reasonable  prior  notice  to  all  parties  is 
not  given,  but  it  shall  not  include  re¬ 
quests  of  status  reports  on  the  matter  or 
proceeding. 

The  Secretary  of  Commerce,  Elliot  L. 
Richardson,  has  delegated  his  authority 
to  perform  the  functions  under  the 
Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972; 
accordingly,  he  will  not  participate  in  the 
decisional  process  of  the  proceeding. 
However,  his  position  is  such  that  discus¬ 
sions  of  the  merits  of  the  proceeding  wdth 
persons  outside  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  might  have  the  appearance  of 
commimications  prohibited  by  the  “Gov¬ 
ernment  in  the  Sunshine  Act.”  Accord¬ 
ingly,  ex  parte  commimications  with  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  are  al;|p  pro¬ 
hibited.  Disclosure  of  such  prohibited 
communications  to  the  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  and  all  responses  to  them  will  be 
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on  file  and  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce. 

Dated:  October  7, 1976. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer, 

Deputy  Direqtor,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

Proposed  Regulations 

Section  216.24  is  amended  as  follows; 

1.  Paragraph  (d)  (2)  is  revised; 

2.  Certain  categories  as  shown  below 
are  deleted  from  paragraph  (e)  (2)  (i) ; 

3.  Paragraph  (e)  (4)  is  mended  by  in¬ 
serting  “or  8  216.24(e)(5)”  following 
§  216.24(e)  (3) ; 

4.  A  new  subparagraph  (5)  is  added  to 
paragraph  (e)  and  existing  subpara¬ 
graph  (5)  is  renumbered  (6)  and  exist¬ 
ing  subparagraph  (6)  Is  renumbered  (7) ; 

5.  Paragraph  (f)  is  amended.  As 
amended  paragraphs  (d)(2),  (e)(2)(i), 
(e)(4),  (e)(5)  of  §216.24  reads  as 
follows: 

§  216.24  Taking  and  related  acts  inei- 
dental  to '  commercial  fishing  op4>rH- 
tions. 

♦  •  *  *  » 

(d)  *  •  * 

(2)  Encircling  gear;  yellowfln  tuna 
purse  seining,  (i)  (A)  A  certificate  holder 
may  take  marine  mammals  so  long  as 
taking  Is  an  incidental  occurrence  in  the 
course  of  normal  commercial  fishing  op¬ 
erations,  except  that  a  certificate  holder 
shall  not  encircle  (1)  mixed  or  pure 
schools  of  coastal  spotted  dolphin  iSte- 
nella  attenuata)  or  spinner  dolphin 
iStenella  longirostris)  of  any  stock  or, 
(2)  pure  schools  of  any  species  of  por¬ 
poise  except  pure  schools  of  offshore 
spotted  dolphin  iStenella  attenuata) 
stock  and  common  dolphin  (Delphinus 
delphis)  stocks.  The  numbers  of  marine 
mammals  that  may  be  killed  b^  U.S.  ves¬ 
sels  in  the  course  of  commercial  fishing 
operations  will  be  determined  by  the  Di¬ 
rector  and  limited  in  the  general  permit 
to  that  number  which  will  allow  each 
species  and  stocks  to  increase  with  vir¬ 
tual  certainty  and  to  grow  toward  or  re¬ 
main  within  or  above  their  optimum  sus¬ 
tainable  population  range.^  The  mortality 
of  marine  mammals  included  under  the 
general  permit  for  yellowfin  tuna  purse 
seining,  will  be  monitored  according  to 
methodology  published  in  41  FR  14401 
(April  5,  1976)  as  modified  in  41  FR 
43726  (October  4,  1976),  and  as  may  be 
subsequently  modified  by  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register.  The  effective  date 
when  fishing  on  a  stock  or  species  will  be 
.  prohibited  will  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  not  less  than  7  days  prior 
to  that  date.  The  Director  may  change 
the  maximum  number  of  marine  mam¬ 
mals  that  may  be  killed,  as  specified  in 
the  general  permit,  whenever  new  infor¬ 
mation  becomes  available  which  results 
in  the  re-evaluation  of  the  population 
or  OSP  level  of  any  stock  or  species. 

<B)  Marine  mammals  taken  inciden¬ 
tal  vto  commercial  fishing  operations 
shall  be  immediately  returned  to  the 
environment  where  captured  without 
further  injury.  Each  certificate  holder 
shall  take  every  possible  step  to  mini¬ 
mize  the  incidental  mortality  and  seri- 
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ous  injury  of  marine  mammals  in  the  bunchline  and  must  be  a  minimum  of  (H)  Actual  towing  on  the  net  shall  be 
course  of  commercial  fishing  operations.  180  fathoms  in  length.  The  porpoise  performed  when,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
including  refraining  from  using  a  sharp  safety  panel  shall  consist  of  small  mesh  certificate  holder,  towing  is  necessary  to 
or  pointed  instrument  on  porpoise  and  webbing  not  to  exceed  1^"  srtretch  prevent  net  collapse  or  the  formation  of 
refraining  from  causing  or  permitting  mesh,  extending  from  the  corkline  pockets  of  loose  webbing.  If  towing  the 
a  purse  seine  under  his  cwitrol  to  be  set  downward  to  a  minimmn  depth  equiv-  net  has  been  necessary,  the  speedboats 

around  marine  mammals  when  condi-  alent  to  two  strips  of  100  meshes  of  may  unhook  their  towlines  when  towing 

tions  of  wind,  sea,  visibility,  or  thenum-  41/4"  stretch  mesh  webbing;  is  no  longer  needed,  or  their  respective 

ber  of  marine  mammals  and/or  fish  con-  (B)  Each  end  of  the  porpoise  safety  bunchlines  begin  to  go  up  toward  the 
cerned  would,  in  his  judgment,  be  likely  panel  must  be  identified  with  an  easily  power  block  or  backdown  commences, 
to  prevent  the  effective  use  of  the  back-  distinguishable  marker;  (I)  Backdown  shall  be  performed  fol- 

down  and  other  procedures  required  (C)  Throughout  the  length  of  the  lowing  a  net  set  where  marine  mam- 

herein.  Such  steps  to  minimize  mortality  corkline  in  which  the  porpoise  safety  mals  are  captured  in  the  course  of  utiliz- 

and  serious  injury  shall  include,  where  panel  is  located,  hand  hold  openings  are  ing  a  purse  seine  for  catching  and  land- 
appropriate,  causing  a  purse  seine  al-  to  be  secured  so  that  the  insertion  of  a  ing  yellowfin  tuna.  Thereafter,  other  re¬ 
ready  set  on  marine  mammals  to  be  re-  1%”  diameter  cylindrical-shaped  object  lease  procedures  shall  be  continued  until 
leased,  and  or  opened  to  facilitate  release  meets  resistance;  all  live  animals  have  been  released  from 

of  marine  mammals  where  such  a  step  (D)  Throughout  the  length  of  the  the  net.  “Backdown  procedure  means  a 

will,  in  his  judgment,  be  effective  and  corkline  in  which  the  porpoise  safety  series  of  maneuvers,  which  take  place 

conditions  prevent  the  effective  use  of  the  panel  is  located,  corkline  hangings  shall  after  the  net  is  tied  down  following  a 
procedures  required  hereunder.  The  Di-  be  inspected  by  the  certificate  holder  fol-  set  and  pursing,  and  which  keep  the  net 
rector  may  publish  findings  relating  to  lowing  each  trip.  Hangings  foimd  to  have  open  to  the  greatest  degree  to  allow  por- 
conditiohs  of  wind,  sea,  visibility  or  loosened  to  the  extent  that  a  cylindrical  poise  or  other  marine  mammals  to  leave 
numbers  or  marine  mammals  and  fish  object  with  a  l^s"  diameter  will  not  the  pursed  net  over  the  net  floats  which 
concerned  which  prevent  the  effective  meet  resistance  when  inserted  between  are  submerged  .as  a  result  of  the  vessel 
u.se  of  equipment  and  procedures  re-  the  cork  and  corkline  hangings,  must  be  moving  astern.  Commencing  with  back- 
quired  hereunder  and  result  in  an  unac-  tightened  so  that  a  cylindrical  object'  down  and  continuing  through  the  sack- 
ceptably  high  rate  of  incidental  mortal-  with  a  1%”  diameter  cannot  be  inserted,  ing  up  operation,  a  minimum  of  two  men 
ity  and  serious  injury  of  marine  (E)  Purse  seine  vessels  engaged  in  fish-  shall  be  engaged  in  hand  removal  of  por- 
mammals  and  under  which  conditions  ing  operations  involving  setting  on  poise  from  the  net.  All  live  porpoise  must 
it  would  not  be  permissible  to  cause  a  marine  mammals  shall  carry  a  minimiun  be  removed  from  the  net  prior  to  initiat- 
set  to  be  made  on  marine  mammals.  of  two  speedboats  in  operating  condition,  ing  brailing  operations. 

(ii>  A  certificate  holder  may  take  All  speedboats  carried  aboard  purse  seine  (j)  Purse  seine  nets  and  other  gear 
such  steps  as  are  necessary  to  protect  vessels  and  in  operating  condition  shall  and  equipment  utilized  to  catch  and  land 
his  catch,  gear,  or  person  from  depre-  be  rigged  with  towing  bridles  and  tow-  fish  under  this  section  and  to  conduct 
dation.  damage,  or  threat  of  personal  lines.  Vessels  that  do  not  carry  at  least  backdown  and  other  procedures  herein 
injury*.  two  speedboats  in  operating  condition  required,  shall  be  maintained  in  func- 

( iii )  All  certificate  holders  shall  and  properly  rigged  may  not  conduct  tional  and  seaworthy  condition.  Required 
maintain  daily  logs,  in  such  form  as  the  fishing  operations  which  involve  setting  vessel  gear  and  equipment  shall  be  sub- 
Regional  Director,  Southwest  Region,  ori  marine  mammals.  ject  to  inspection  and  examination  at 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service  may  (P)  On  every  set  involving  marine  least  once  annually  by  authorized  NMFS 
prescribe,  of  all  sets  in  which  marine  mammals,  a  minimum  of  two  bow  personnel  at  a  time  and  location  deter- 
mamals  are  taken.  Such  logs  must  in-  bunches  shall  be  pulled.  Bunchlines,  mined  by  the  Southwest  Regional  Direc- 
clude  the  location,  time  and  date  of  set;  other  than  bowr  bunchlines,  shall  be  ar-  tor.  Any  vessel  found  to  not  be  equipped 
weather  and  water  conditions;  estimated  ranged  around  the  perimeter  of  the  net  with  gear  which  is  in  conformity  with 
number  and  species  of  marine  mammals  with  both  ends  of  some  bunchlines  unat-  these  regulations  and  maintained  In  a 
upon  which  set  was  made;  estimated  tached  to  permit  towing  from  either  end  functional  and  seaworthy  condition  shall 
number  and  species  of  marine  mammals  or  one  bunchline  rigged  in  normal  fash-  be  ineligible  for  use  by  a  certificate 
caught;  method  used  to  remove  marine  ion  with  an  adjacent  one  reversed.  The  holder  for  commercial  fishing  operations 
mammals  from  net;  amount  and  kind  arrangement  of  bunchlines  around  the  under  this  section, 
of  tuna  caught;  and  an  actual  count  of  perimeter  of  the  net  must  allow  at  least  (K)  All  certificate  holders  shall  main- 
marine  mammals  killed  and  seriously  in-  three  towing  points  to  be  established  near  tain  proficiency  sufficient  to  perform  the 
jured,  if  any,  on  each  set.  Such  logs  one-quarter,  one-half  and  three-quarter  procedures  required  herein.  A  certificate 
shall  be  subject  to  inspection  at  the  dis-  net  of  the  backdown  area  from  the  bow  holder’s  proficency  shall  be  determined 
cretion  of  the  Southwest  Regional  Di-  ortza  (end  of  the  nfet) .  The  ends  of  all  by  proof  of  attendance  at,  and  satisfac- 
rector,  or  his  designated  personnel.  In  bunchlines  which  can  be  utilized  as  tow-  tory  completion  of,  a  formal  training  ses- 
addition,  copies  of  all  such  logs  shall  be  ing  points  shall  be  marked  so  as  to  be  sion  conducted  imder  the  auspices  of  the 
mailed  or  delivered  to  the  field'  office,  clearly  visible  to  speedboat  drivers.  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service.  At 

Southwest  Region,  National  Marine  (G)  Except  as  provided  herein,  on  the  training  session,  a  certificate  holder 
Fisheries  Service,  1140  N,  Harbor  Drive,  every  set  involving  marine  mammals,  a  shall  be  instructed  concerning  the  pro- 
Room  7,  San  Diego,  California  92101,  minimum  of  two  manned  y?eedboats  visions  of  the  Marine  Mammal  Protec- 
within  forty-eight  hours  after  arrival  in  shall  be  in  the  water  imtil  backdown  tion  Act  of  1972,  the  regulations  promul- 
port.  commences.  Speedboats  shall  be  pre-  gated  pursuant  to  the  Act,  the  requlre- 

(iv)  A  certificate  will  be  valid  only  on  pared  to  hook  onto  either  the  corkline  or  ments  of  his  certificate  of  inclusion  and 
a  vessel  equipped  with  a  porpoise  safety  onto  bunchline  towing  points  established  the  appropriate  general  permit,  and  the 
panel  in  its  purse  seine,  and  which  uses  along  the  perimeter  of  the  net  in  order  fishing  gear  and  techniques  which  are 
other  gear  and  procedures  as  described  to  tow  the  net  to  prevent  net  collapse  and  required  or  will  contribute  to  reducing 
herein.  Porpoise  safety  panels  and  all  a  formation  of  pockets  of  loose  webbing,  serious  injury  and  mortality  of  porpoises 
other  gear  used  in  the  course  of  catch-  such  as  stern  bends,  which  might  entrap  incidental  to  purse  seining  for  yellowfin 
ing  and  landing  yellowfin  tima,  and  for  marine  mammals.  Other  speedboats  that  tuna.  In  addition,  for  continuation  or  re¬ 
backdown  and  other  release  procedures  are  in  operating  condition  shall  be  pre-  new'al  of  a  certificate,  a  certificate  holder 
shall  be  maintained  in  a  functional  and  pared  for  immediate  use  to  tow  if  needed,  may  be  required  to  attend  other  formal 
seaworthy  condition.  The  requirements  Vessels  of  400  tons  carrying  capacity  or  training  sessions  when  there  are  sub- 
for  the  porpoise  safety  panel  and  other  less  which  have  an  observer  duly  au-  stantial  changes  in  the  Act,  the  regula- 
gear  are  as  follows ;  thorized  by  the  Secretary  aboard  may  tions  or  the  required  fishing  gear  and 

(A)  The  porpoise  safety  panel  shall  be  have  a  minimum  of  one  manned  speed-  techniques.  The  certificate  of  any  cer- 
Installed  so  as  to  protect  the  entire  boat  in  the  water  from  the  time  the  set  tificate  holder  who  is  found  to  lack  pro¬ 
perimeter  of  the  backdown  area.  It  shall  is  commenced  until  backdown  has  ficlency  in  the  procedures  r^i^ed 
begin  at  the  center  of  the  second  bow  commenced.  herein  shall  be  suspended  or  revoked. 
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(L)  Applicants  for  a  general  permit 
under  the  category,  in  addition  to  re¬ 
quirements  imder  paragraph  (b)  (2)  of 
this  sectlmi,  must  demonstrate  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  that  the  requested  taking  of 
species  or  stocks  during  commercial  fish¬ 
ing  operations  is  consistent  with  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  Act  and  the  applicable  regu¬ 
lations  established  under  section  103  of 
the  Act.  Failure  to  comply  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  permit  or  these  regula¬ 
tions,  including,  but  not  limited  to,  fail¬ 
ure  to  submit,  upon  demand,  to  vessel, 
gear,  or  equipment,  or  proficiency  inspec¬ 
tion  or  examination  by  authorized  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  person¬ 
nel  falsification  of  logs  and  reports  re¬ 
quired  hereunder,  or  failure  to  satisfy  the 
requirements  of  any  provisions  of  these 
regulations  will  subject  certificate 
holders,  vessel  masters,  or  owners  to 
revocation  of  the  certificate  and/or  right 
to  be  included  under  a  general  permit 
and  further  subject  certificate  holders, 
vessel  masters,  or  owners  to  the  penalties 
provided  for  imder  the  Act. 

(e)  *  •  • 

(2)  *  *  * 

U)  •  *  • 

110.10- 20  Tuna,  yellowfln,  whole  fish. 

[Deleted] 

110.10- 26  Tuna,  yellowfln,  eviscerated,  head 
on.  [Deleted] 

110.10- 30  Tuna,  yellowfln,  eviscerated,  head 
off.  [Deleted] 

110.10- 37  Tuna,  yellowfln,  eviscerated. 

[Deleted] 

*  •  «  *  * 

(4)  [Amended] 

(5)  (i)  All  shipments  of  fish  and  prod¬ 
ucts  listed  in  paragraph  (e)  (5)  (iii)  of 
this  section,  from  any  nation,  shall  be 
denied  entry  into  the  U.S.  unless  ac¬ 
companied  by  documentation  showing: 

(A)  The  coimtry  of  origin,  vessel  name 
and  method  by  which  fish  were  caught, 
certified  crew  list,  vessel  departure  and 
landing  dates,  port  of  landing,  and 

(B)  The  identity  of  fish  by  tariff 
schedule  number.  (11)  It  shall  be  illegal 
to  import  into  the  United  States  any 
tuna  or  tuna  products  in  the  classifica¬ 
tions  listed  in  paragraph  (e)  (5)  (iii)  of 
this  section  herein  from  countries  of 
origin  whose  vessels  operate  in  the 
yellowfln  tuna  purse  seine  fishei*y  in  the 
eastern  tropical  Pacific  Ocean,  as  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  vmless  the  Director 
makes  a  finding  in  consultation  with  the 
U.S.  Department  of  State,  and  publishes 
such  finding  in  the  Federal  Register 
that  fishing  operations  in  the  country  of 
origin  are  conducted  in  conformance 
with  U.S.  regulations  and  standards  as 
stated  in  paragraph  (d)  (2)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion.  The  Director  may  make  a  finding 
that,  although  not  in  conformity  with 
these  regulations,  sUch  fishing  is  ac¬ 
complished  in  a  manner  which  does  not 
result  in  an  incidental  mortality  and 
serious  injury  in  excess  of  that  which 
results  from  U.S.  fishing  operations  un¬ 
der  these  regulations.  Upon  such  a  find¬ 
ing  imports  may  be  allowed.  Coimtry  of 
origin  for  the  purposes  of  this  section 
(§  216.24(e))  shall  mean  the  country 
under  whose  flag  the  fish  catching  ves¬ 
sels  are  documented  and  whose  fish  are 
a  part  of  any  cargo  or  shipment  of  fish  to 


be  imported  into  the  U.S.  regardless  of 
any  transhipments. 

(iii)  The  following  categories  of  tuna 
and  tuna  products  are  subject  to  the  im¬ 
portation  restrictions  of  paragraph  (e) 
(5)  of  this  section: 

110.10- 20  Tuna,  yellowfln,  whole  flsh. 

110.10- 25  Tuna,  yellowfln,  eviscerated,  head 

on. 

110.10- 30  Tuna,  yellowfln,  eviscerated,  head 

off. 

110.10- 37  Tuna,  yellowfln,  eviscerated, 
e.x.  112.30-40  Tuna,  yellowfln,  canned. 

(iv)  Countries  of  origin  desiring  to  ob¬ 
tain  a  finding  which  will  allow  the  im¬ 
portation  of  products  listed  in  paragraph 
(e)  (5)  (iii)  of  this  section  must  submit, 
by  appropriate  government  official,  to 
the  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  National  Oceanic  and  Atmos¬ 
pheric  Administration,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C,  20235,  the 
following  information : 

(A)  A  statement  of  the  quantity  and 
type  (identified  by  tariff  schedule  num¬ 
bers  listed  in  paragraph  (e)  (5)  (iii)  of 
this  section)  of  flsh  or  fish  products  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  imported  into  the  U.S.  in 
the  calendar  year  1977; 

(B)  A  detailed  description  of  the  fish¬ 
ing  technology  and  procedures  utilized 
in  tuna  purse  seine  fishing  to  protect 
marine  mammals  so  that  a  determina¬ 
tion  df  confoiynance  with  216.24(d)  (2)  of 
these  reflations  can  be  made,  or  the 
effectiveness  of  any  other  equivalent 
technology  or  procedures  be  assessed. 

»  C)  A  statement  of  the  number  of  ma¬ 
rine  mammals  killed  or  seriously  injured 
(by  species)  taken  incidental  to  the  yel¬ 
lowfln  tima  purse  seine  operations  on 
porpoise  for  the  previous  year,  and  the 
manner  in  which  the  information  was 
obtained  (logbooks,  observers.  Inter¬ 
views,  or  other  procedures) . 

(D)  A  statement  of  the  number  of  ma¬ 
rine  mammals  which  will  be  allowed  to 
be  killed  or  seriously  Injured  incidental 
to  yellowfln  tuna  purse  seine  operations 
quirements  to  limit  the  level  of  mortality 
or  serious  injury  on  the  existing  popula¬ 
tions  of  marine  mammals  by  species. 

(E)  A  statement  of  the  procedures  to 
be  required,  including  quotas  and  other 
control,  which  will  meet  the  UJS.  re¬ 
quirements  to  limit  the  level  of  morality 
and  procedures  for  prohibiting  sets  on 
marine  mammals  after  the  level  of  mor¬ 
tality  allowed  is  reached. 

(P)  Copies  of  laws  and  regulations 
which  protect  and  conserve  marine 
mammals  Involved  in  fishing  operations. 

The  Director  may  require  verification  of 
statements  made  in  connection  with  re¬ 
quests  to  allow  importations.  The  direc¬ 
tor  will  reconsider  a  finding  upon  a  re¬ 
quest  from,  and  the  submission  of  addi¬ 
tional  information  from,  the  country  of 
origin. 

«  *  «  «  • 

(f)  (1)  The  master  of  any  commercial 
fishing  vessel  engaged  in  fishing  opera¬ 
tions  for  which  a  general  permit  is  re¬ 
quired  shall,  upon  proper  notification  by 
the  Director  as  described  in  this  section, 
allow  an  observer  duly  authorized  by  the 
Secretary  to  accompany  the  vessel  on 
any  or  all  r^mlar  fishing  trips  for  the 


purpose  of  conducting  research  and  ob¬ 
serving  (H}^atlons. 

(2)  Research  and  observation  duties 
shall  be  carried  out  in  6uch  a  manner  as 
to  minimize  interfer«ice  with  cmnmer- 
cial  fishing  operations.  No  owner,  master, 
operator  or  crew  member  of  such  vessel 
shall  impair  or  in  any  way  Interfere  with 
the  research  or  observations  being 
carried  out. 

(3)  The  Secretary  shall  provide  for 
the  pasnnent  of  all  reasonable  costs  di¬ 
rectly  related  to  the  quartering  and 
maintaining  of  such  observers  on  board 
such  vessels.  The  master  or  managing 
owner  of  each  vessel  which  has  been 
notified  that  they  are  required  to  carry 
an  observer,  via  certified  letter  from  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  shall 
notify  the  field  office.  Southwest  Region. 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  San 
Diego,  California,  telephone  (714)  293- 
6540  at  least  five  days  in  advance  of  their 
fishing  voyage  to  facilitate  observer 
placement.  No  vessel  whose  master  or 
managing  owner  has  failed  to  comply 
with  the  provisions  of  this  section  may 
engage  in  fishing  operations  for  which  a 
general  permit  is  required.  Any  person 
violating  any  of  the  provisions  of  this 
section  shall  be  subject  to  the  penalties 
provided  in  the  Act. 

fFR  Doc.76-30141  Piled  10-13-76:8:45  ami 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[  14  CFR  Part  37  ] 

[Docket  No.  16204;  Notice  No.  76-19] 

AIRBORNE  OMEGA  RECEIVING 
EQUIPMENT 

Technical  Standard 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  considering  amending  Part  37  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by  adding 
a  new  Technical  Standard  Order  for  air¬ 
borne  Omega  receiving  equipment 
(TSO-C94). 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
nUe  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Comments  relating  to  any  significant  en¬ 
vironmental  or  economic  impact  that 
might  result  because  of  the  adoption  of 
these  proposals  may  also  be  submitted. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
regulatory  docket  or  notice  number  and 
be  submitted  in  duplicate  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules  Docket, 
AGC-24,  800  Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washin^on,  D.C.,  20591.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  on  or  before  November 
29, 1976,  wUl  be  considered  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  before  taking  action  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule.  The  proposals  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  light  of 
comments  received.  All  comments  sub¬ 
mitted  will  be  available,  both  before  and 
after  the  closing  date  for  comments,  in 
the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by  in¬ 
terested  persons. 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  pri^^osed  rule  making  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
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Aviation  Administration,  Office  of  Public 
Affairs,  Attention:  Public  Information 
Center.  APA-430,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue,  S.W.,  Wadilngton,  D.C.  20591,  or  by 
calling  (202  426-8058.  Ccxnmimications 
must  identify  the  notice  number  of  this 
NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of  Ad¬ 
visory  Circular  No.  11-2  which  describes 
the  application  procedure. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  do 
not  presently  contain  specific  technical 
standards  for  the  design  and  manufac¬ 
ture  of  airborne  Omega  receiving  equip¬ 
ment.  However,  several  U.S.  operators 
flying  international  routes  have  indi¬ 
cated  an  interest  in  using  airborne 
Omega  receiving  equipment  as  a  supple¬ 
mentary  navigation  aid.  Based  on  this, 
the  FAA  considers  it  appropriate  to  pro¬ 
pose  a  new  Technical  Standard  Order 
(TSO)  containing  minimum  standards 
for  airborne  Omega  receiving  equipment. 

The  Radio  Technical  Commission  for 
Aeronautics  (RTCA)  has  developed 
minimum  performance  standards  for 
airborne  Omega  receiving  equipment 
that  are  contained  in  RTCA  Document 
No.  DO-164,  titled  “Minimiun  Perform¬ 
ance  Standards — Airborne  Omega  Re¬ 
ceiving  Equipment”,  dated  March  19, 
1976.  The  standards  contained  in  that 
document,  in  part,  deal  with  the  opera¬ 
tion  and  accessibility  of  equipment  con¬ 
trols  and  the  S3mchronization,  signal 
tracking,  accuracy,  and  dynamic  re- 
siJonse  characteristics  of  the  equipment. 
The  RTCA  standards  were  developed  by 
a  cooperative  effort  of  government  and 
industry  orgranizations.  The  FAA  believes 
that  these  standards,  with  an  additional 
provision  relating  to  equipment  fire  pro¬ 
tection,  would  provide  an  acceptable 
minimum  performance  stadnard  for  air¬ 
borne  Omega  receiving  equipment. 
Therefore,  it  is  propHjsed  that  compliance 
with  the  RTCA  standard  and  the  fire 
protection  provision  be  required  in  order 
to  obtain  a  TSO  authorization  for  the 
manufacture  of  airborne  Omega  re¬ 
ceiving  equiiMnent.  The  proposed  TSO 
also  contains  necessary  environmental, 
marking,  and  data  requirements  and  a 
requirement  that  all  the  technical  data 
furnished  by  the  manufactmer  to  the 
FAA,  except  test  reports  and  drawing 
lists,  must  be  furnished  to  each  user  of 
the  equipment. 

The  rule  proposed  herein  has  been  re¬ 
viewed  in  accordance  with  Executive  Or¬ 
der  11821,  titled  “Inflation  Impact  State¬ 
ments”  (39  FR  41501,  November  29, 1974) 
and  it  has  been  determined  that  the 
preparation  of  an  inflationary  impact 
statement  is  not  necessary. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  sections  3T3(a)  and  601  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1354(a)  and  1421)  and  of  section 
6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) . 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  Part  37  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  by  adding  a 
new  §  37.205  to  read  as  follows: 

§  37.205  Airborne  Omega  receiving 
equipment— -TSO-COA. 

(a)  Applicability — Minimum  perform¬ 
ance  standards.  This  Technical  Standard 


Order  prescribes  the  minimum  perform¬ 
ance  standards  that  airborne  Omego  re¬ 
ceiving  equipment  must  meet  In  order 
to  be  identified  with  the  applicable  TSO 
marking.  Equiimient  to  be  so  identified 
must  meet  the  minimum  performance 
standards  prescribed  in  Radio  Technical 
Commission  for  Aeronautics  (RTCA) 
Document  No.  DO-164,  titled  “Minimiun 
Performance  Standards-Airbome  Omega 
Receiving  Equipment,”  dated  March  19, 
1976,  and  the  additional  standard  spec¬ 
ified  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section. 

(b)  Environmental  standards.  RTCA 
Document  No.  DO-1 60  title  “Environ¬ 
mental  Conditions  and  Test  Procedures 
for  Airborne  Electronic/Electrical  Equip¬ 
ment  and  Instruments,”  dated  Febru¬ 
ary  28,  1975,  must  be  used  to  determine 
the  environmental  conditions  over  which 
the  equipment  has  been  designed  to 
operate. 

■(c)  Additional  standard — Fire  protec¬ 
tion.  Except  for  small  parts  (such  as 
knobs,  fasteners,  seals,  grommets,  and 
small  electrical  parts)  that  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  finds  would  not  contribute  sig¬ 
nificantly  to  the  propagation  of  a  fire, 
all  materials  used  must  be  self  extin¬ 
guishing  when  tested  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  §§  25.853  and  25.1359 
(d),  as  applicable,  and  Appendix  F  to 
Part  25  of  this  chapter,  effective  May  1, 
1972,  except  that  the  ma^ials  may  be 
of  a  size  and  be  moimted  for  the  test  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  (b)  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  F  or  may  be  of  a  size  and  be 
mounted  as  used  in  the  aircraft. 

(d)  Markings.  In  addition  to  the 
markings  specified  in  §  37.7(d),  the 
equipm3nt  must  be  marked  as  follows: 

(1)  The  environmental  categories  over 
which  it  has  been  designed  to  operate 
as  set  forth  In  Appendix  A  of  RTCA  Doc- 
lunent  No.  DO-1 60  must  be  permanently 
and  legibly  marked  on  the  equipment. 
Where  an  environmental  test  procedure 
is  not  applicable  and  the  test  is  not  con¬ 
ducted,  an  “X”  must  be  placed  in  the 
space  assigned  for  that  category. 

(2)  Each  separate  component  of 
equipment  (antenna,  receiver,  controller, 
etc.)  must  be  permanently  and  l^bly 
marked  with,  at  least,  the  name  of  the 
manufacturer,  the  TSO  number,  and  the 
environmental  categories  over  which  it 
has  been  tested. 

(e)  Data  requirements.  In  accordance 
with  §  37.5,  the  manufacturer  must  fur¬ 
nish  to  the  Cfiilef,  Engineering  and  Man¬ 
ufacturing  Branch,  Flight  Standards  Di¬ 
vision  (or,  in  the  case  of  the  Western 
Region,  the  Ohief,  Aircraft  Engineering 
Division)  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  in  the  region  in  which  the  manu¬ 
facturer  is  located,  one  copy  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  technical  data,  except  that  addi¬ 
tional  copies  must  be  furnished  upon 
request: 

(1)  Manufacturer's  operating  instruc¬ 
tions  and  equipment  limitations. 

(2)  Installation  procedures  with  ap¬ 
plicable  schematic  drawings,  wiring  dia¬ 
grams,  and  si>ecifications.  Any  limita¬ 
tions,  restrictions,  or  other  conditions 
pertinent  to  installation  must  be  in¬ 
cluded. 

(3)  List  of  the  components  (by  part 
number)  that  make  up  the  equipment 


system  complying  with  the  standards 
prescribed  in  this  section. 

(4)  Equipment  data  sheets  specifying, 
within  the  prescribed  ranges  of  environ¬ 
mental  conditions,  the  actual  perform¬ 
ance  of  equipment  of  that  type  with  re¬ 
spect  to  each  performance  factor  pre¬ 
scribed  in  the  standard. 

(5)  A  drawing  list,  enumerating  all 
the  drawings  and  processes  that  are 
necessary  to  define  the  article  design. 

(6)  Manufacturer’s  test  report. 

(f)  Data  to  be  furnished  with  each 
manufactured  unit.  One  copy  .of  the  data 
and  information  specified  in  paragraphs 
(e)  (1) ,  (e)  (2) ,  (e)  (3) .  and  (e)  (4)  of  this 
section  must  be  furnished  to  each  person 
receiving,  for  use,  one  or  more  articles 
manufactured  under  this  TSO. 

(g)  Availability  of  referenced  docu¬ 
ments.  RTCA  Document  Nos.  DO-160, 
dated  February  28,  1975,  and  DO-164, 
dated  March  19,  1976,  .are  incorporated 
herein  in  accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  552 
(a)  (1)  and  §  37.23,  and  are  available  as 
indicated  in  §  37.23.  Additionally,  RTCA 
Document  Nos.  DO-160  and  DO-164  may 
be  examined  at  any  FAA  Regional  Office 
of  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufac¬ 
turing  Branch  (or,  in  the  case  of  the 
Western  Region,  the  Chief,  Aircraft 
Engineering  Division)  and  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  RTCA  Secretariat^  Suite 
655,  1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006,  at  a  cost  of  $20.00  per  copy  for 
Document  No.  DO-160,  and  $16.00  per 
copy  for  Dociunent  No.  DO-164. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  6,  1976. 

J.  A.  Ferrarese, 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[PR  Doc.76  29933  Piled  10-13-76;8;46  am] 


[14  CFR  Part  39] 

[Docket  No.  76-NE-28] 

PRATT  &  WHITNEY  AIRCRAFT  MODEL 
JT8D  ENGINES 

Supplemental  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking 

In  the  August  2,  1976,  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register  (41  FR  32238) ,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pub¬ 
lished  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
Airworthiness  Directive  requiring  the  re¬ 
moval  of  eighth  stage  compressor  disk, 
P/N  496908,  on  Pratt  &  Whitney  Aircraft 
Model  JT8D  engines  prior  to  reaching 
6000  cycles  in  service  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD,  or  by  December  31, 1977, 
whichever  comes  later. 

This  supplemental  document  clarifies 
the  intent  of  the  notice  by  advising  the 
public  that  the  6000  cycles  in  service  is 
the  total  number  of  accumulated  cycles 
in  service.  Accordingly,  the  wording  of 
the  notice  is  being  revised  to  remove  the 
eighth  stage  disk  prior  to  reaching  6000 
cycles  in  service  since  new. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  in  dupli¬ 
cate  to  the  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  New  England  Region,  Office  of  the 
Regional  Counsel,  12  New  England  Ex- 
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ecutive  Park,  Burlington,  Massachusetts 
01803.  All  communications  received  on  or 
before  October  26, 1976  will  be  considered 
before  taking  action  upon  the  proposed 
i-ule.  The  proposals  contained  in  this 
notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received.  All  comments  will  be 
available,  both  before  and  after  the  clos¬ 
ing  date  for  comments,  in  the  Office  of 
the  Regional  Counsel,  for  examination  by 
interested  persons. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  Sections  313(a),  601,  and 
603,  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and  1423),  and 
Section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) . 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
pr(H>osed  to  amend  Section  39.13  of  Part 
39  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regiilations  by 
adding  the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

Pratt  and  Whitney  Aircraft.  Applies  to  all 
Pratt  &  Whitney  Aircraft -JT8D-1,  -lA, 
-IB,  -7,  -7 A,  -7B,  -9.  -9A,  and  -11  tur¬ 
bofan  engines  containing  eighth  stage 
compressor  disk,  P/N  496908. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated. 

To  prevent  possible  failure,  remove  from 
service  the  eighth  stage  compressor  disk,  P/N 
496908,  prior  to  reaching  6000  cycles  In  service 
since  new,  or  by  December  31,  1977,  whichever 
comes  later.  The  established  life  limit  of 
11,000  cycles  is  not  to  be  exceeded. 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts  on 
September  30,  1976. 

Quentin  S.  Taylor, 
Director,  'New  England  Region. 
[FR  Doc.76-29931  Piled  10-13-76;8:45  am| 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

[49CFRPart571] 

f  Docket  No.  74-20;  Notice  7) 
REARVIEW  MIRRORS 
Petition  for  Extension  of  Comment  Period 
ITiis  notice  extends  until  November  10, 
1976,  the  comment  closing  date  for  com¬ 
ments  to  a  notice  of  proposed  rulemak¬ 
ing  published  August  26,  1976  (41  FR 
36037) .  That  notice  propo^  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  Standard  No.  Ill,  Rearview 
Mirrors,  to  provide  for  the  optional  use 
of  plane  and  convex  mirror  combinations 
on  certain  motor  v^icles.  The  original 
comment  closing  date  was  October  11, 
1976. 

This  extension  of  time  to  comment  is 
in  response  to  a  petition  fnxn  the  Truck 
Safety  Equipment  Institute  (TSEI) . 
TSEI  requested  an  extension  of  30  days 
to  enable  them  to  conduct  necessary 
testing  and  anals^is  of  the  proposed 
changes.  The  Institute  stated  that  it 
needed  additional  time  to  study  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  maximum  and  minimum  radii  of 
curvature  of  convex  mirrors  and  to  de¬ 
velop  its  comments  concerning  feasl- 
bilily  of  consumer  use  and  practicability 
of  manufacturing. 

The  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
.specified  the  minimum  45 -day  period 
for  public  (xmiment  in  order  to  allow 
sufficient  time  to  issue  a  final  rule  with 
an  effective  date  coordinated  with  the 
February  26,  1977,  effective  date  of  the 
amendments  to  Standard  No.  Ill  pub¬ 
lished  August  26.  1976  (41  FR  36023). 


The  NHTSA  has  determined  that  the 
request  by  TSEI  for  an  extension  of  time 
to  comment  on  the  proposed  amendment 
is  Justified.  The  petitlmi  is  granted  and 
the  comment  closing  date  is  hereby  ex¬ 
tended  until  November  10, 1976. 

(Secs.  103,  119,  Pub.  L.,  89-663,  80  Stat.  718 
(16  U.S.C.  1392,  1407);  delegations  of  au¬ 
thority  at  49  CFR  1.60  and  49  CFR  601.8.) 

Issued  on  October  7, 1976, 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator , 
Motor  'Vehicle  Programs. 

(FR  Doc.76-30165  Piled  10-8-76; 4: 66*  pmj 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[  14  CFR  Part  207  ] 

(EDR-307,  Docket  No.  29898.  Dated 
October  7,  1976) 

CHARTER  TRIPS  AND  SPECIAL  SERVICES 
Off-Route  Charter  LimKations 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board  has  under  considera¬ 
tion  amendmaits  to  Part  207  of  its 
Economic  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  207) 
which  would  modify  the  off -route  charter 
restrictions  by  raising  the  volume  restric¬ 
tion,  eliminating  the  frequency  and  regu¬ 
larity  restrictions  on  interstate  and  over¬ 
seas  off-route  charters,  eliminating  the 
regularity  restriction  and  altering  the 
frequency  restriction  on  foreign  off- 
route  charters,  and  eliminating  the  all¬ 
cargo  carriers’  privilege  of  operating  off- 
route  charters  without  restriction  in  cer¬ 
tain  “areas  of  operatirnis.” 

The  principal  features  of  the  proposed 
amendments  are  described  in  the  Ex¬ 
planatory  Statement.  The  amendments 
are  proposed  under  the  authority  of  sec¬ 
tions  204  and  401  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (72  Stat. 
743  and  754,  49  U.S.C.  1324  and  1371). 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  rulemaking  through  the  submission 
of  twenty  (20)  copies  of  written  data, 
views  or  argmnents  pertaining  thereto, 
addressed  to  Docket  29898.  Docket  Sec¬ 
tion,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20428.  All  relevant  material  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  November  29,  1976, 
will  be  considered  by  the  Board  before 
taking  final  action  on  the  proposed  rules. 
Cm>les  of  such  commimications  will  be 
available  for  examination  by  interested 
parties  in  the  Docket  Section  of  the 
Board,  Romn  711,  Universal  Building, 
1825  Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  upon  receipt  thereof. 

Individual  members  of  the  general 
public  who  wish  to  express  their  interest 
as  ctmsumers  by  participating  informally 
in  this  proceeffing  may  do  so  through 
submission  of  comments  in  letter  form  to 
the  Docket  Section  at  the  address  indi¬ 
cated  above,  without  the  necessity  of  fil¬ 
ing  additional  copies  thereof. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor. 

Secretary. 

Explanatory  Statement 

The  Board  has  received  seven  peti¬ 
tions  requesting  the  amendment  of  vari¬ 
ous  provisions  of  Part  207  of  the  Board’s 


Economic  Regulations  (14  CFR  207  ( 
relating  to  the  "(m-route”  and  “off- 
route”  charter  authority  of  U.S.-sched¬ 
uled  air  carriers.  Section  207.1  defines 
“on-route”  and  off-route”  charters,  and 
sets  forth  restrictions  on  the  frequency, 
regularity,  and  volume  of  off -route 
charters.^ 

Gienerally,  those  restrictions  are 
designed  to  deter  scheduled  carriers 
from  engaging  in  off-route  charter 
activities  which  are  disproportionate  to 
their  certificated  route  activities,  and  to 
protect  other  scheduled  carriers  and 
supplemental  air  carriers  from  diversion 
by  the  off -route  charter  activities  of 
scheduled  carriers. 

The  frequency  and  regularity  restric¬ 
tions  prohibit  a  carrier  from  arranging 
its  off -route  charter  activities  so  that 
the  result  is  a  imiform  pattern  or  con¬ 
sistency  of  operations.  The  volume  re¬ 
striction  limits  the  volume  of  off-route 
charters  to  2  percent  of  a  carrier’s  base 
revenue  plane-miles  flown  by  that 
carrier  during  the  preceding  calendar 
year.*  However,  there  are  other  provi¬ 
sions  modifying  the  applicability  of 
either  or  both  of  these  restrictions.  Thus 
the  effect  of  provisos  in  §§  207.6  and 
207.7a  is  that  an  all-cargo  carrier  may 
operate  cargo  charters  without  regard  to 
either  limitation  whether  such  charters 
are  on-route  or  off -route  so  long  as  the 
cargo  charter  is  within  its  defined  “area 
of  operations.”  The  applicability  of  the 
off-route  charter  restrictions  is  also 
modified  by  the  definitions  of  “trans¬ 
atlantic  charter  trip,”  “transpacific 
charter  trip,”  and  “Hawaiian  charter 
trip,”  making  each  of  those  areas  a  sin¬ 
gle  point  for  purposes  of  appl3dng  the 
off-route  charter  frequency  and  regular¬ 
ity  limitations  to  flights  outside  of  the 
particular  coimtries  where  a  carrier  has 
certificated  authority. 

The  rulemaking  petitions  may  be 
summarized  as  follows: 

1.  The  petitiixi  of  the  Office  of  the 
Consumer  Advocate  (OCA)  filed  on  Au¬ 
gust  14.  1975,  in  Docket  28181  seeks  to 
revere  9  207.7a,  which  sets  forth  restric¬ 
tions  limiting  the  frequency  and  regular¬ 
ity  of  off-route  charters  by  certificated 
carriers,*  In  support  of  its  petition  OCA 
argues  that  due  to  the  strengthened 
route  systems  of  the  trunks  and  the  local 
service  carriers,  there  is  no  more  need 
to  protect  those  carriers  through  fre¬ 
quency  and  regularity  restrictions.  In 
addition,  OCA  asserts  that  the  restric¬ 
tions  are  complicated,  difficult  to  admin¬ 
ister,  and  tmeconcHnic.  Answers  filed  by 
Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc.  and  Continen¬ 
tal  Air  Lines,  Inc.  support  the  petition. 
Hawaiian  Airlines.  Inc„  Trans  World 


^Passenger  charters  hy  all-cargo  carriers 
are  generally  defined  as  "off-route,”  for  the 
purpose  of  off-route  charter  restrictions  re¬ 
gardless  of  the  geographical  route  ( I  207.1 ) . 

*  As  defined  In  S  207.1,  “base  revenue  plane 
miles”  means  revenue  mUeage  operated  by 
an  air  carrier  In  scheduled  services,  extra 
sections,  and  on-route  charter  trips  or  spe¬ 
cial  services. 

*OCA  also  filed  a  motion  for  contempo¬ 
raneous  consideration  of  Dockets  28058. 
28204,  and  28181.  In  view  of  the  action  taken 
herein,  that  motion  is  hereby  granted. 
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Airlines,  Inc.  (TWA),  and  the  National 
Air  Carrier  Association  (NACA)  filed 
answers  in  op9X>sition. 

2.  The  petition  of  certain  local  service 
carriers,*  filed  on  July  9,  1975,  in  Docket 
28058  seeks  to  increase  their  allowable 
off-route  charter  mileage.  Those  carriers 
proF>ose  to  amend  §  207.5  by  increasing 
the  allowable  off-route  charter  mileage 
from  two  percent  of  their  base  revenue 
plane  miles  to  five  percent  of  the  first. 
50  rnilioh  miles  plus  two  percent  of  all 
base  revenue  plane  miles  exceeding  50 
millimi.  In  support  of  their  petition  they 
allege  that  the  two-percent  limitation  is 
unfair  in  that  it  gives  the  most  off -route 
charter  mileage  to  the  larger  route 
carriers,  and  that  due  to  changed  ctr- 
ciunstances  the  reasons  given  by  the 
Board  in  1964  for  reducing  the  off -route 
mileage  limitation  to  two  percent  are  no 
longer  persuasive.  Answers  supporting 
this  petition  were  filed  by  Airlift  Inter¬ 
national.  Inc.  and  certain  Las  Vegas 
parties.^  An  answer  opposing  the  peti¬ 
tion  was  filed  by  NACA. 

3.  The  petition  of  Pan  American 
World  Airways,  Inc.,  filed  on  October  30, 
1975,  in  Docket  28450  requests  that  the 
Board  amend  §§  207.5  and  207.7a  so  as  to 
afford  combinations  carriers  the  same 
broad  authority  enjoyed  by  all-cargo 
carriers  under  §  207.6  to  perform  off- 
route  cargo  charters  without  limitation 
in  designated  “areas  of  operations.”  In 
the  alternative,  Pan  American’s  petition 
suggests  that  parity  of  treatment  be¬ 
tween  combination  and  all-cargo  car¬ 
riers  be  achieved  by  eliminating  the  all¬ 
cargo  carriers’  special  privilege  to  op¬ 
erate  limitless  off -route  cargo  charters 
within  their  areas  of  operations.  In  sup¬ 
port  of  its  petition.  Pan  American  argues 
that  the  circumstances  originally  justi¬ 
fying  the  establishment  of  areas  of  op¬ 
erations  for  all-cargo  carriers  have 
changed,  and  that  all-cargo  carriers  are 
no  longer  the  exclusive  specialists  in 
large-volume  freight  movements.  There¬ 
fore,  petitioner  contends,  the  preference 
enjoyed  by  all-cargo  carriers  in  their  off- 
route  charter  authority  is  anachronistic 
and  should  be  abolished.  NACA  and 
Seaboard  World  Airlines  filed  answ’^ers 
opposing  the  petition. 

4.  The  petition  of  Trans  International 
Airlines,  Inc.  (TLA) ,  filed  on  January  7, 
1976,  in  Docket  28729  seeks  to  amend 
SS  207.6  and  207.7a  so  as  to  abolish  the 
“area  of  operations”  of  The  Flying  Tiger 
Line,  Inc.  (FTL).*  TLA  argues,  as  does 
Pan  American,  that  the  circumstances 


•Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc.,  Hughes  Air  Cor¬ 
poration  d/b/a  Hughes  Airwest,  North  Cen¬ 
tral  Alrlnes,  Inc.,  Ozark  Air  Lines,  Inc., 
Piedmont  Aviation,  Inc.,  Southern  Airways, 
Inc.,  and  Texas  International  Airlines,  Inc. 

■Clark  County,  Nevada,  the  Greater  Las 
Vegas  Chamber  of  Commerce,  the  City  of 
Las  Vegas,  the  Nevada  Resort  Association. 

the  Las  Vegas  Convention/Visitors 
Authority. 

•  TIA  also  filed  a  Motion  to  Ckinsolldate 
that  petition  with  The  Flying  Tiger  Trans¬ 
pacific  Renewal  Case,  Docket  28656.  The  mo¬ 
tion  was  denied  on  February  13,  1976  by 
Order  76-2-48. 


previously  justifying  the  adoption  of 
areas  of  operations  for  all-cargo  car¬ 
rion  no  longer  exist.  The  all-cargo  car¬ 
riers,  TIA  alleges,  have  now  “realized  the 
potential  of  their  lucrative  scheduled 
routes.”  While  FTL  has  decreased  its  re¬ 
liance  on  cargo  charters  in  the  transpa¬ 
cific  area,  petitioner  continues,  TIA  has 
increased  its  cargo  capability.  Petitioner 
thus  argues  that  the  Board  should  abol¬ 
ish  FTL’s  area  of  operations  and  allow 
TIA  to  develop  more  fully  its  cargo  char¬ 
ter  service  in  the  transpacific  area.  No 
answers  were  filed  in  response  to  the 
petition. 

5.  The  petition  of  Pan  American  filed 
on  May  16,  1975,  in  Docket  27855  seeks  a 
redefinition  of  “off-route”  in  §  207.1.  The 
definition  sought  by  Pan  American  would 
narrow  the  concept  of  “off -route”  char¬ 
ters,  thereby  expanding  “on-route”  au¬ 
thority  to  include  charter  service  between 
any  two  coimtries  named  in  a  carrier's 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity.  As  justification  Pan  American 
asserts  that  because  of  its  limited  domes¬ 
tic  route  system,  the  off-route  limita¬ 
tions  impose  greater  restrictions  on  it 
than  on  other  carriers;  that  its  base  rev¬ 
enue  plane  miles  have  decreased,  render¬ 
ing  the  two-percent  ceiling  even  more 
onerous;  and  that  seat  miles  would  pro¬ 
vide  a  “more  meaningful”  standard  than 
revenue  plane  miles.  ’TWA  and  NACA 
filed  answers  opposing  the  'petition. 
United  Air  Lines,  Inc.  filed  a  consolidated 
answer  in  this  and  related  petitions  rec¬ 
ommending  the  elimination  of  both  vol¬ 
ume  and  frequency/regularity  restric¬ 
tions. 

6.  ’The  petition  of  the  National  Air  Car¬ 
rier  Association  (NACA)  filed  on  August 
21,  1975,  in  Docket  26204  seeks  to  alter 
the  authority  of  scheduled  carriers  to 
operate  both  on-route  and  off-route 
charters.  NACA  proposes  to  narrow  the 
definition  of  “on-route”  in  §  207.1  to  au¬ 
thorize  on-route  charters  only  between 
points  between  which  a  certificated  car¬ 
rier  actually  provides  single-plane  sched¬ 
uled  service.  The  petition  also  proposes 
to  amend  §§  207.5  and  207.7a  by  adding 
provisos  that  would  allow  off -route  char¬ 
ters  otherwise  precluded  by  those  sec¬ 
tions,  subject  to  a  right  of  first  refusal 
in  the  supplementals.  NACA  argues  that 
the  present  definition  of  “on-route” 
causes  injiuy  to  the  supplementals  and 
fails  to  carry  out  the  Board’s  announced 
policy  goals.  An  answer  opposing  the  pe¬ 
tition  was  filed  by  certain  local  service 
carriers.'' 

7.  The  petition  of  National  Airlines, 
Inc.,  filed  on  September  15,  1975,  in 
Docket  28312  seeks,  essentially,  clarifica¬ 
tion  or  modification  of  the  term  “on- 
route,”  and  a  declaratory  judgment  on 
the  question  whether  the  Board  may  im¬ 
pose  restrictions  on  the  on-route  charter 
authority  of  certificated  carriers  only 
after  notice  and  hearing.  In  support  of 
its  petition  National  asserts  that  previ¬ 
ous  Board  discussions  of  the  meaning  of 
“on-route”  disclose  ambiguity  as  to  its 
scope.  Answers  opposing  this  petition 


'  Listed  at  note  3,  supra. 


were  filed  by  the  local  service  carriers* 
and  TWA.  Delta  filed  an  answer  support¬ 
ing  the  petition. 

The  first  four  petitions  summarized 
above  are  addressed  to  the  frequency, 
regularity,  and  volume  restrictions.  Since 
the  adoption  of  those  restrictions,  both 
the  supplemental  and  scheduled  carriers 
have  developed  to  a  point  where  they  no 
longer  need  the  stringent  economic  pro¬ 
tection  afforded  by  the  off-route  charter 
restrictions,  ’The  supplemental  carriers 
have  been  growing  steadily.  In  1967,  the 
supplementals  generated  only  slightly 
more  than  one-third  of  the  total  pas¬ 
senger  charter  revenue;  by  1974  their 
share  of  that  revenue  had  increased  to 
almost  one-half.'  At  the  same  time,  the 
route  systems  of  the  trunklines  have  been 
strengthened  by  route  awards,  deletion 
of  uneconomic  routes,  and  by  air  carrier 
mergers.  In  light  of  this  economic  devel¬ 
opment,  the  Board  is  of  the  opinion  that 
increased  charter  competition  would 
significantly  benefit  the  traveling  public 
without  necessarily  causing  undue  hard¬ 
ship  to  either  the  supplemental  or  the 
scheduled  carriers. 

Although  the  off -route  charter  restric¬ 
tions  minimize  diversion  fron^  scheduled 
service,  they  also  serve  to  hinder  carriers 
in  the  development  of  eflacient,  competi¬ 
tive  charter  programs  designed  to  meet 
the  needs  of  the  traveling  public.  Charter 
travel  is  becoming  an  increasingly  im¬ 
portant  part  of  the  air  transportation 
industry,  and  the  Board  finds  it  desirable 
to  encourage  the  development  of  more 
efficient  and  economic  charter  programs. 
The  Board  therefore  proposes  to  amend 
the  off-route  charter  restrictions  as  set 
forth  below. 

Volume  Restrictions 

The  Board  is  of  the  opinion  that  an 
increase  in  allowable  volume  of  off -route 
passenger  charters  would  give  the  sched¬ 
uled  carriers,  especially  the  local  serv¬ 
ice  carriers,  a  better  chance  to  compete 
in  the  expanding  charter  market.  There¬ 
fore,  the  volume  restrictions  on  passen¬ 
ger  charters  would  be  increased  to  5  per¬ 
cent  of  the  first  50,000,000,  plus  2  percent 
of  the  remaining,  base  revenue  plane 
miles  (excluding  all-cargo  flights)  flown 
by  a  carrier  during  the  preceding  calen¬ 
dar  year.  Volume  restrictions  on  cargo 
charters  performed  by  combination  car¬ 
riers  would  be  set  at  10  percent  of  the 
all-cargo  base  revenue  plane-miles  flown 
by  a  carrier  during  the  preceding  calen¬ 
dar  year. 

’The  Board  is  persuaded  by  the  argu¬ 
ments  of  Pan  American  and  TIA  that  the 
circumstances'  originally  justifying  the 
establishment  of  areas  of  (^rations', 
within  which  all-cargo  carriers  may  op¬ 
erate  off-route  charters  without  limita¬ 
tion,  no  longer  exists.  The  elimination  of 
the  all-cargo  carriers’  areas  of  opera¬ 
tions,  along  with  the  increase  in  the  al¬ 
lowable  Volume  of  off-route  cargo  char¬ 
ters,  would  help  equalize  the  competitive 


■  Listed  at  note  3,  supra. 

■Handbook  of  Airline  Statistics,  1973;  Air 
Carrier  Traffic  Statistics  and  Air  Carrier  Fi¬ 
nancial  Statistics,  dated  December  1974. 
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positions  of  combination  carriers  vis-a- 
vis  all-cargo  carriers.  The  all-cargo  car¬ 
riers’  areas  of  operations  would  be  elim¬ 
inated.  but  the  volume  restrictions  <»i 
ofF-route  charters  by  all-cargo  carriers 
would  be  increased  to  10  percent  of  the 
base  revenue  plane-miles  flown  by  a  car¬ 
rier  during  the  preceding  calendar 
year.** 

Frequency  and  Regularity 
Restrictions 

The  regularity  restrictions  would  be 
completely  eliminated.  This  would  allow 
the  operation  of  the  most  efficient  and 
economic  type  of  charter  program  in 
which  a  carrier’s  charter  flights  are 
planned  so  as  to  minimize  the  necessity 
of  costly  ferry  flights. 

The  frequency  restrictions  would  be 
eliminated  for  domestic  and  overseas 
charter  operations,  but  retained  for  in¬ 
ternational  off -route  charters  as  follows; 

1.  With  respect  to  foreign  countries 
other  than  Canada  or  Mexico,  an  air 
carrier  could  operate  “  off -route  charter 
trips  or  special  services  without  limita¬ 
tion  as  to  frequency  between  any  point 
or  points  in  the  United  States  and  any 
point  or  points  in  a  particular  foreign 
coimtry  or  countries  during  any  calen¬ 
dar  month  during  which  the  air  carrier 
provided  scheduled  service  between  a 
point  in  the  United  States  and  a  point  in 
each  such  foreign  coimtry. 

2.  With  respect  to  Canada  and  Mexico, 
an  air  carrier  could  operate  off-route 
charter  trips  or  special  services  without 
limitation  as  to  frequency  between  any 
point  or  points  in  a  particular  State  or 
territory  of  the  United  States  and  any 
point  or  points  in  a  particular  province 
or  territory  of  Canada,  or  in  a  particular 
state  of  Mexico  (including  the  Federal 
District),  during  any  calmdar  month 
during  which  the  air  carrier  provided 

i*By  applications  filed  September  9,  1976, 
and  May  13,  1976,  The  Flying  Tiger  Line  Inc. 
(FTL),  an  all-cargo  carrier,  requested  waiv¬ 
ers  to  permit  the  operation  of  planeload 
cargo  charter  flights  in  certain  markets  not 
served  by  scheduled  U.S.  freighter  service 
without  being  limited  to  a  percentage  of  Its 
base  revenue  plane-miles  flown  in  the  previ¬ 
ous  year.  Answers  opposing  the  September  9 
application,  in  whole  or  in  part,  were  filed  by 
Western  Air  Lines,  Inc.  (Western),  American 
Airlines,  Inc.  (Amerlbm),  Northwest  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc  (Northwest) .  Pan  American,  NACA, 
Saturn  Airways.  Iim.  (Saturn),  TWA,  and 
Airlift  International,  Inc.  (Airlift) .  Answers 
opposing  the  May  13  application,  in  whole  or 
in  part,  were  filed  by  American,  Pan  Ameri- 
ccm,  NACA,  Saturn,  TWA,  and  Airlift.  Sea¬ 
board  World  Airlines,  Inc.  (SWA)  filed  an¬ 
swers  in  support  of  both  of  FTL’s  applica¬ 
tions  and  requested  similar  waivers.  The 
Board  is  unable  to  find  that  either  FTL  or 
SWA  has  shown  special  or  unsual  circum¬ 
stances  warranting  the  grant  of  such  blanket 
waivers,  and  the  Board  finds  that  the  Is¬ 
sues  raised  in  the  applications  would  be  more 
properly  addressed  in  the  instant  rulemaking 
proceeding.  Therefore,  the  applications  of 
FTL  and  SWA  for  waivers  of  the  off-route 
charter  volume  limitations  are  hereby 
denied. 

i^For  purposes  of  this  restriction,  a  char¬ 
ter’s  operation  date  would  be  the  date  ot 
departure  of  the  initial  revenue  flight  leg. 


scheduled  service  to  at  least  one  point  in 
each  such  State,  territory,  or  province. 

3.  Except  as  provided  above,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  frequency  limitations  would 
apply: 

(a)  An  air  carrier  could  operate  not 
more  than  two  off -route  passenger  char¬ 
ter  trips  or  special  services  ‘betweai  a 
particular  point  in  the  United  States  and 
a  particular  point  in  a  foreign  country 
during  any  calendar  month  during 
which  another  United  States  certlflcated 
air  carrier  were  providing  single-plane 
scheduled  passenger  service  between  the 
points  in  question.  During  any  calendar 
month  or  months  during  which  no  other 
United  States  certlflcated  air  carrier 
were  providing  such  scheduled  passenger 
service  between  the  points  in  question, 
an  air  carrier  could  operate  not  more 
than  two  off-route  passenger  charter 
trips  or  special  services  per  calendar  week 
between  such  points. 

(b)  An  air  carrier  could  operate  not 
more  than  two  off-route  cargo  charter 
trips  or  special  services  between  a  par¬ 
ticular  point  in  the  United  States  and  a 
particular  point  in  a  foreign  country 
during  any  calendar  month  during  which 
another  United  States  certificated  air 
carrier  were  providing  single-plane 
scheduled  all-cargo  service  between  the 
points  in  question.  During  any  calen¬ 
dar  month  or  months  during  which  no 
other  United  States  certificated  air  car¬ 
rier  were  providing  scheduled  all-cargo 
service  between  the  points  in  question, 
an  air  carrier  could  operate  not  more 
than  two  off-route  cargo  charter  trips  or 
special  services  per  calendar  week  be¬ 
tween  such  points. 

The  above  conditions  would  serve  two 
purposes.  First,  they  would  raise  the  level 
of  international  off-route  charter  au¬ 
thority  of  the  U.S.  scheduled  carriers  to 
each  country  they  serve  to  more  closely 
approximate  the  authority  granted  to 
the  U.S.  supplemental  carriers  and  to  the 
for^gn  carriers  of  such  countries.  Sec¬ 
ond,  they  would  channel  the  expanded 
international  charter  authority  of  sched¬ 
uled  carriers  not  certlflcated  to  particu¬ 
lar  foreign  countries  into  city-pair  mar¬ 
kets  not  already  developed. 

In  light  of  the  proposed  changes  in  the 
frequency  and  regularity  limitations,  the 
definitions  of  “Hawaiian  charter  trip,’’ 
“transatlantic  charter  trip,”  and  “trans¬ 
pacific  charter  trip”  would  no  longer  be 
applicable,  and  would  therefore  be  re¬ 
voked. 

Definitions  op  “On-Route”  and 
“OFF-Roura” 

The  Board  is  of  the  opinion  that  it 
would  be  unnecessary  to  propose  changes 
in  the  basic  definitions  of  “on-route”  or 
“off-route”  in  order  to  bring  about  the 
desired  changes  in  off-route  charter  au¬ 
thority,  and  therefore  is  not  proposing  to 
amend  those  definitions  at  this  time.  Na¬ 
tional’s  petiticm,  however,  requests  clari¬ 
fication  of  “on-route,”  and  specifically 
raises  the  question  whether  “on-route” 
chart^s  include  charters  between  any 
two  points  in  a  carriw’s  certificate  of 
convenience  and  necessity,  and  in  its  ex¬ 
emption  authority.  Although  petitioner 


asserts  that  Board  statements  have  been 
ambiguous  on  that  points,  the  Board  is 
not  persuaded  that  any  clarification  is 
necessary.  As  National’s  petition  indi¬ 
cates,  the  Board  has.  already  construed 
the  term  “on-route”  to  permit  a  carrier 
to  operate  unrestricted  charters  between 
any  two  points  hi  its  certificate  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  or  in  its 
exemption  authority  between  which  serv¬ 
ice  is  au^orized.  For  example.  National 
quotes  the  following  Board  statement; 

In  this  regard  it  is  significant  that  the 
adopted  restrictions  apply  only  to  “off-route 
charters  and  that  under  Part  207  definitions 
(see  S  207.1)  a  charter  is  not  off-route  if  it 
is  between  points  which  a  carrier  holds  au¬ 
thority  to  operate.  There  is  no  require¬ 
ment  that  the  authority  between  these  points 
be  to  provide  nonstop  service  or  that  the 
points  between  which  service  is  authorized 
be  on  the  same  route  segment  or  on  the  same 
route.  Thus  a  carrier  with  domestic  and  for¬ 
eign  routes  between  which  it  can  provide 
scheduled  service  via  a  Junction  point  can 
operate  charters  between  points  on  these 
routes  free  from  the  restrictions  adopted 
herein.  ERr-443,  30  PR  11383  (September  8, 
1966). 

The  Board  finds  that  this  interpreta¬ 
tion  of  the  term  “on-route”  is  sufficiently 
clear  to  render  unnecessary  a  clari^ing 
amendment.  To  the  extent  that  particu¬ 
lar  questions  may  arise  as  to  a  carrier’s 
“on-route”  authority,  specific  interpre¬ 
tations  may  be  requested. 

National  also  petitioned  for  a  “declara¬ 
tory  judgment”  on  the  question  whether 
th^oard  may  restrict  a  certificated  car¬ 
rier’s  on-route  charter  authority  without 
notice  and  hearing.  Hie  Board  considers 
it  more  appropriate  to  address  that  ques¬ 
tion  with  reference  to  particular  circum¬ 
stances  in  which  such  restrictions  are 
being  proposed.  Since  the  Board  is  not 
proposing  any  modification  of  the  term 
“on-route,”  or  any  other  amendments 
that  would  affect  any  carrier’s  on-route 
charter  authority,  that  question  is  not 
germane  to  the  proceeding. 

In  light  of  the  foregoing,  the  Board 
hereby  grants  the  following  rulemaking 
petitions,  with  the  modifications  dis¬ 
cussed  above: 

1.  The  petition  of  the  Office  of  the  Coji- 
sumer  Advocate  in  Docket  28181. 

2.  The  petition  of  the  local  service  car¬ 
riers  in  Docket  28058. 

3.  The  petition  of  Pan  American  World  Air¬ 
ways,  Inc.  In  Docket  28450. 

4>  The  petition  of  Trans  International  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.  In  Docket  28729. 

Those  four  proceedings  are  hereby 
consolidated  into  Docket  29898,  which 
has  been  opened  with  respect  to  this 
proposed  rule. 

,  The  following  rulemaking  petitions  are 
hereby  denied: 

1.  The  petition  of  Pan  American  World 
Airways,  Inc.  In  Docket  27865. 

2.  The  petition  of  the  National  Air  Carrier 
Association  In  Docket  28204. 

3.  The  petition  of  National  Airlines,  Inc.  tn 
Docket  28312. 

Proposed  Rule 

The  Board  proposes  to  amend  Part  207 
of  its  Economic  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  207)  as  set  forth  below. 
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1.  Hie  Table  of  Contents  would  be 
amended  to  reflect  the  title  change  of 
$  207.7a  as  follows: 

PART  207— CHARTER  TRIPS  AND 
SPECIAL  SERVICES 

Sec. 

•  •  •  •  • 

207.7a  Restriction  on  frequency  of  off -route 
charter  trips  and  other  speciai 
services  in  foreign  air  transporta¬ 
tion. 

•  «  •  •  *  • 

§  207.1  [.\mended] 

2.  Section  207.1,  Definitions,  would  be 
amended  as  follows: 

a.  The  definitions  of  “Hawaiian  char¬ 
ter  trip,”  “transatlantic  charter  trip” 
and  “transpacific  charter  trip”  would  be 
revoked  and  dieted. 

b.  The  following  new  definitions  would 
be  added  in  proper  alphabetical  sequence, 
to  read  as  follows: 

m  •  *  *  * 

“Cargo  charter  trip”  or  “cargo  special 
service”  means  a  charter  trip  or  special 
service  for  the  transportation  of  prop¬ 
erty  and  authorized  cargo  attendants 
only. 

•  *  #  •  ♦ 

“Passenger  charter  trip”  or  “passenger 
special  service”  means  a  charter  trip  or 
special  service  for  the  transportation  of 
persons  and  their  accompanied  baggage. 

«  «  •  *  * 

3.  Section  207.5  would  be  revised  to 
read: 

§  207.5  limitation  on  amount  of  charter 
trips  which  may  he  performed  hy 
combination  carriers. 

(a)  No  combination  carrier  shall,  dur¬ 
ing  any  calendar  year,  perform  off -route 
passenger  charter  trips  which  in  the  ag¬ 
gregate  exceed  the  total  of  5  i>ercent  of 
the  first  50,000,000,  plus  2  percent  of  the 
remaining,  base  revenue  plane  miles 
(excluding  all-cargo  flights)  flown  by  it 
during  the  preceding  calendar  year. 

(b)  No  combination  carrier  shall,  dur¬ 
ing  any  calendar  year,  perform  off-route 
cargo  charter  trips  which  in  the  aggre¬ 
gate  exceed  10  percent  of  the  base  reve¬ 
nue  all-cargo  plane  miles  flown  by  it  dur¬ 
ing  the  preceding  calendar  year. 

4.  Section  207.6  would  be  amended  by 
revoking  paragraph  (c),  and  by  revising 
paragraph  (b)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  207.6  All-cargo  carriers:  Limitation  on 
amount  of  charter  trips  which  may  be 
performed. 

(a)  [Reserved] 

(b)  No  all-cargo  carrier  shall,  during 
any  calendar  year,  perform  off-route 
charter  trips  which  in  the  aggregate 
exceed  10  percent  of  tbe  base  revenue 
plane-miles  flown  by  it  during  the  pre¬ 
ceding  calendar  year. 

(c)  IReservedl 

5.  Section  207.7a,  Restriction  on  fre¬ 
quency  and  regularity  of  off-route  char¬ 
ter  trips  and  other  special  services,  would 
be  retitled  and  revised  to  read: 


§  207.7a  Rcstricthm  on  frequency  of  off- 

route  charter  trips  and  other  special 

services  in  foreign  air  transportation. 

An  air  carrier  may  perform  off-route 
charter  trips  or  special  services  in  for¬ 
eign  air  transportation,  between  any  pair 
of  points,  only  in  accordance  with  the 
following  limitations.  For  purposes  of 
this  section,  a  charter  is  operated  on  the 
date  of  departure  of  the  initial  revenue 
flight  leg. 

(a)  With  respect  to  foreign  countries 
other  than  Canada  or  Mexico,  an  air 
carrier  may  operate  off-route  charter 
trips  or  special  services  without  limita¬ 
tion  as  to  frequency  between  any  point 
or  points  in  the  United  States  and  any 
point  or  points  in  a  particular  foreign 
country  or  countries  during  any  calendar 
month  during  which  Ahe  air  carrier  pro¬ 
vides  scheduled  service  between  a  point 
in  the  United  States  and  a  point  in  each 
such  foreign  country. 

(b)  With  respect  to  Canada  and  Mex¬ 
ico,  an  air  carrier  may  operate  off-route 
charter  trips  or  special  services  without 
limitation  as  to  frequency  between  any 
point  or  points  in  a  particular  State  or 
territory  of  the  United  States  and  any 
ix)int  or  points  in  a  particular  province 
or  territory  of  Canada,  or  in  a  particu¬ 
lar  state  of  Mexico  (including  the  Fed¬ 
eral  District) ,  during  any  calendar 
month  during  which  the  air  carrier  pro¬ 
vides  scheduled  service  to  at  least  one 
point  in  each  such  State,  territory,  or 
province. 

(c)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraphs 
(a)  and  (b)  of  this  section,  the  following 
frequency  limitations  shall  aK)ly: 

<1)  An  air  carrier  may  operate  not 
more  than  two  off -route  passenger  char¬ 
ter  trips  or  special  services  between  a 
particular  point  in  the  United  States  and 
a  particular  point  in  a  foreigui  country 
during  any  calendar  month  during  which 
another  United  States  certificated  air 
carrier  is  providing  single -plane  sched¬ 
uled  passenger  service  between  the  points 
in  question.  During  emy  calendar  month 
or  months  during  which  no  other  United 
States  certificated  air  carrier  is  provid¬ 
ing  such  scheduled  passenger  service  be¬ 
tween  the  points  in  question,  an  air  car¬ 
rier  may  operate  not  more  than  two  off- 
route  passenger  charter  trips  or  special 
services  per  calendar  week  between  such 
points. 

(2)  An  air  carrier  may  not  operate 
more  than  two  off -route  cargo  charter 
trips  or  special  services  between  a  par¬ 
ticular  point  in  the  United  States  and  a 
particular  point  in  a  foreign  country 
during  any  calendar  month  during  which 
another  United  States  certificated  air 
carrier  is  providing  single-plane  sched¬ 
uled  all-cargo  service  between  the  points 
in  question.  During  any  calendar  month 
or  months  during  which  no  other  United 
States  certificated  air  carrier  is  provid¬ 
ing  such  scheduled  all-cargo  sendee  be¬ 
tween  the  points  in  question,  an  air  car¬ 
rier  may  operate  not  more  than  two  off- 
route  cargo  charter  trips  or  special  serv¬ 
ices  per  calendar  week  between  such 
points. 

[PR  Doc.76-30152  Plied  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


r  14  CFR  Parts  371, 372, 372a,  373, 378, 
378a] 

[SFDR-60,  Docket  No.  29165,  Dated  Octo¬ 
ber  7, 1976] 

CHARTER  OPERATIONS  INCLUDING 
LICENSING  OF  CHARTER  OPERATORS 

Advance  Notice  of  Proposed  Miscellaneous 
Provisions 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board  has  under  considera¬ 
tion  rulemaking  action  with  respect  to 
the  various  suggestions  for  regulatory 
action  affecting  general  charter  opiera- 
tions,  which  have  been  set  forth  in  a  pe¬ 
tition  by  the  Board’s  Office  of  Consumer 
Advocate  (OCA),  The  petition  requests 
rules  which  would:  (1)  Regulate  the 
terms  of  the  contracts  between  charter 
operators  and  members  of  the  public  who 
travel  by  means  of  such  charters  (“par¬ 
ticipants”)  ;  (2)  impose  a  wide  range  of 
liabilities  on  charter  operators  for  vari¬ 
ous  aspiects  of  the  charters:  and  (3)  li¬ 
cense  persons  operating  or  organizing 
charter  flights  under  the  Board’s  special 
regulations  (“operators”) . 

This  advance  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making  is  being  issued  to  invite  par¬ 
ticipation  by  the  industry  (including  air 
carriers,  foreign  air  carriers,  and  travel 
agents),  interested  governmental  agen¬ 
cies,  consumer  organizatiims,  and  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  general  public,  in  the  Board’s 
efforts  to  determine  whether  or  not  all  or 
any  of  the  rules  requested  by  the  peti¬ 
tion  should  be  considered  for  possible 
adoption  by  the  Board,  with  or  without 
modification,  and  in  one  or  more  separ¬ 
ate  proceedings. 

The  Board’s  tentative  views  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  many  issues  raised  by  the 
petition  are  described  in  the  attached  Ex¬ 
planatory  Statement.  This  advance  no¬ 
tice  is  issued  under  the  authority  of  sec¬ 
tions  101,  204,  401,  402,  403,  and  416  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  72  Stat. 
737,  743,  754,  757,  758,  771,  as  amended, 
49  U.S.C.  1301,  1324,  1371,  1372,  1373, 
1386. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  through  sub¬ 
mission  of  20  copies  of  written  data, 
views,  or  argiunents  addressed  to  the 
Docket  Section,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board, 
Washington,  D.C.  20428.  All  comments 
received  on  or  before  November  29,  1976, 
and  reply  comments  received  on  or  before 
December  20,  1976,  will  be  considered  by 
the  Board  before  taking  further  action. 
Copies  of  such  commimications  will  be 
available  for  examination  by  interested 
persons  in  the  Docket  Section  of  the 
Board,  Room  711,  Universal  Building, 
1825  Connecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  upon  receipt. 

Those  persons  planning  to  file  com¬ 
ments  or  responsive  comments  who  wish 
to  be  served  with  such  comments  filed 
by  others,  and  are  wrilling  to  imdertake  to 
serve  their  comments  on  others,  shall  file 
with  the  Docket  Section  at  the  above  ad¬ 
dress  by  October  26, 1976,  a  request  to  be 
placed  on  the  Service  List  in  Docket 
29165.  The  Service  List  wdll  be  prepared 
by  the  Docket  Section  and  sent  to  the 
persons  named  on  it.  Those  persons  are 
to  serve  each  other  with  comments  or 
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responsive  comments  at  the  time  of 
filing.  ' 

A  list  of  all  persons  filing  comments 
will  be  iwepared  by  the  Docket  Section 
and  sent  to  the  persons  named  on  it.  In 
addition  to  those  on  the  Service  List  who 
filed  comments,  persons  filing  respon¬ 
sive  comments  ^ould  also  serve  any  per¬ 
son  whose  comment  is  dealt  with  in  their 
responsive  comments. 

Individual  members  of  the  general 
public  who  wish  to  express  their  interest 
as  consumers  by  participating  infor¬ 
mally  in  this  proceeding  may  do  so 
through  submission  of  comments  in  let¬ 
ter  form  to  the  Docket  Section  at  the 
above  address,  without  the  necessity  of 
filing  additional  copies. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor,' 
Secretary. 

Explanatory  Statement 

The  petition.  The  OCA  petition  stated 
that  the  rate  of  complaints  submitted  to 
that  office  concerning  the  operation  of 
charters  is  growing  both  absolutely  and 
relative  to  the  total  number  of  com¬ 
plaints:  913  complaints,  representing  8 
percent  of  the  total  for  calendar  year 
1975;  240,  representing  11  percent  of  the 
total  for  the  period  January  1  to 
March  15,  1976.  The  petition  noted  the 
increase  in  charter  flights,  particularly 
since  the  initiation  of  One-stop-inclusive 
Tour  Charters  (14  CFR  Part  378a),*  and 
concluded  that  the  volume  of  complaints 
could  be  expected  to  grow.  The  main 
subjects  of  complaint  have  been  requests 
for  refimds,  unsatisfactory  land  pack¬ 
ages,  application  of  regulatory  require¬ 
ments,  and  charter  flight  and  itinerary 
changes. 

OCA  asserted  that  typical  charter  con¬ 
tracts  contain  insufficient  protection  for 
participants.  The  petition  suggested  reg¬ 
ulatory  provisions  substantially  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

(1)  Contracts  pertaining  to  charters 
would  be  prescribed  by  regulation,  be¬ 
tween  participants  and  operatoi's,  oper¬ 
ators  and  carriers,  and  operators,  car¬ 
riers,  and  depository  banks. 

(2)  The  operator-participant  conti*act 
would  describe  all  the  major  features  of 
the  charter,  including  names  of  operators 
and  carriers,  dates.  Itinerary,  ground  ar¬ 
rangements,  and  price. 

(3)  A  change  in  any  component  part  of 
a  tour  would  require  a  complete  refund 
unless  the  participant  agreed  in  writing 
to  the  change. 

(4)  Pull  refunds  would  be  granted  In 
the  event  of  documented  serious  Illness, 
accident,  or  death  of  a  participant  or  a 
member  of  his  immediate  family. 


^  Mlnettl  and  West,  members,  filed  concur¬ 
rence  statement  as  part  of  the  original 
document. 

•  Although  the  petition  did  not  specify 
those  charter  rules  which  should  be  amended, 
we  read  it  as  a  request  for  revision  of  all  of 
the  Board’s  “special  charter  rules,”  i.e.,. char¬ 
ters  operated  by  indirect  air  carriers  exercis¬ 
ing  operating  authority  conferred  under  an 
approplrate  Pat  of  our  Special  Regulations. 


(5)  Official  notice  to  each  participant 
by  registered  mail  would  be  required  in 
the  event  of  cancellation,  and  the  60-day 
period  for  filing  refund  claims  against 
the  surety  would  not  begin  to  run  until 
such  notice  was  received. 

(6)  Upon  cancellation,  the  carrier 
woidd  return  any  money  received  to  the 
depository  bank,  if  there  were  an  escrow 
security  arrangement,  which  would  for¬ 
ward  it  to  the  participants.  Any  cancella¬ 
tion  penalties  payable  to  the  carrier 
would  be  paid  directly  by  the  operator. 
Refunds  to  participants  would  be  due 
within  7  days  of  cancellation,  with  a  10 
percent  penalty  for  later  payment. 

-(7)  All  solicitation  material  would 
identify  the  operator  by  name,  address, 
and  license  number. 

(8)  If  the  departure  or  return  of  the 
charter  flight  were  delayed  for  more  than 
4  hours  for  domestic  flights  and  6  hours 
for  international  flights,  each  participant 
would  be  reimbursed  by  the  operator  at 
the  rate  of  25  dollars  per  additional  hour. 

(9)  Overbooked  participants  would  be 
entitled  to  refund  of  the  charter  air 
transportation  cost,  plus  free  transporta¬ 
tion  by  scheduled  service  to  the  destina¬ 
tion  cities,  paid  for  by  the  operator. 

(10)  Present  bonding  requirements 
would  be  replaced  by  open-ended  surety 
bonds  that  assured  operator  performance 
with  a  depository  arrangement  as  an 
alternative. 

(11)  The  operator  would  be  liable  to 
the  participant  for  “every  aspect  of  the 
charter  trip,”  including  nonperformance 
of  contracted  services,  and  all  injuries  or 
property  damage  arising  from  the  negli¬ 
gence  of  any  iierson  rendering  services  in 
connection  with  the  trip.  Liability  insur¬ 
ance  would  be  provided  by  the  operator 
for  baggage,  and  for  personal  injury  re¬ 
lated  or  unrelated  to  air  transportation. 

The  CX:;a  petition  also  advocated  the 
formal  licensing  of  operators  as  a  pre¬ 
requisite  to  their  organizing  charter 
flights.  The  petition  argued  that  this  was 
needed  to  ‘insulate”  consumers  from 
“persistent  violators,  those  who  operate 
tours  substantially  different  from  tours 
proposed  and  sold,  those  involved  in  anti¬ 
competitive  agreements,  and  those  that 
are  undercapitalized  or  in  a  financially 
imtenable  position.”  OCA  cited  licensing 
procedures  as  a  way  of  facilitating  “en¬ 
forcement  against  disreputable  tour  or¬ 
ganizers  who  persistently  fail  to  comply 
with  the  regulations.”  The  suggested  li¬ 
censing  procedure  would  require  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  identifying  and  financial  in¬ 
formation.  OCA  stated  that  the  current 
enforcement  procedures  are  tediously 
slow,  administratively  burdensome,  and 
ineffective,  and  that  licensing  would  offer 
a  swift  sanction  and  potent  deterrent  to 
improper  business  practices. 

The  petition  also  suggested  that,  with 
licensing  in  force,  it  would  not  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  review  the  prospectuses  for  each 
charter  flight.  A  summary  prospectus 
would  presumably  be  sufficient  to  cover  a 
group  of  charters  assembled  by  the  same 
operator. 

Answers  to  the  petition  were  filed  by 
seven  curators  and  two  operator  associ¬ 
ations,  two  scheduled  and  three  supple¬ 


ments  air  carriers,  and  the  American 
Society  of  Travel  Agents* 

Most  of  the  answers  questioned  the 
validity  of  the  statistics  presented  by  the 
OCA  petition  as  justification  for  the  new 
suggested  requirements.  They  pointed 
out  that  the  complaint  categories  used  by 
OCA  did  not  separate  charters  that  in¬ 
volve  operators  from  other  types  of  char¬ 
ters  or  tours  that  do  not,  such  as  affinity- 
group  charters  or  tour  packages  via 
scheduled  air  carrier  services.  Many  of 
the  answers  argued  that  charter  tours 
are  no  more  in  need  of  regulation  than 
tours  via  scheduled  services.  Almost  all 
of  the  answers  opposed  the  idea  of  mak¬ 
ing  the  operator  liable  for  mishaps,  de¬ 
lays,  or  nonperformances  over  which  he 
has  no  control,  on  the  grounds  that  it 
would  add  imnecessarily  to  the  cost  of 
charter  travel,  and  to  some  extent  elimi¬ 
nate,  the  differences  that  result  in  the 
cost  advantage  of  charter  travel  over 
scheduled  service. 

The  Board  considers  protection  of  the 
traveling  public’s  interests  to  be  of  para- 
moimt  importance.  To  the  extent  that 
this  can  be  done  by  regulations  that  sim¬ 
ply  have  the  effect  of  prohibiting  decep¬ 
tive  or  otherwise  unprincipled  behavior, 
or  of  preventing  or  deterring  negligent 
misconduct,  on  the  part  of  those  offer¬ 
ing  goods  or  services  to  the  public,  it 
should  be  done  without  hesitation.  Un¬ 
fortunately,  however,  regulations  that- 
fully  meet  that  description  are  rare; 
most  regulations  involve  costs.  The  as¬ 
sessment  of  those  costs  is  crucially  im¬ 
portant  to  a  regulatory  agency  that 
would  act  in  the  consumer’s  interest,  for 
the  reason  that  the  consumer  pays  sub¬ 
stantially  all  the  costs,  regardless  of 
where  they  are  initially  imposed.  The  de¬ 
sire  of  the  traveling  public  for  lower- 
priced  air  transportation  has  been  very 
strongly  expressed  to  the  Board.  It  is 
thus  not  siifflcient  to  ask  whether  pro¬ 
tection  is  desirable,  or  even  whether  the 
proposed  regulation  will  succeed  in  pro¬ 
viding  it;  we  must  also  ask  whether,  in 
our  judgment,  the  value  of  the  protec¬ 
tion  received  exceeds  its  cost  to  the  con- 
f  jner. 

Mandatory  contract  terms.  The  OCA 
petition  (item  1)  sugested  that  the  Board 
prescribe  the  contract  between  the  vari¬ 
ous  parties  involved  in  a  charter  flight, 
and  that  staff  review  of  each  contract 
thereafter  would  be  unnecessary.  Several 
different  issues  are  contained  in  this  as¬ 
pect  of  the  petition. 

1.  Operator -carrier  contracts.  The 
justifications  offered  in  the  petition  for 
the  suggested  rules,  viz.,  the  protection  of 
individuals  traveling  by  charter  flight, 


•  The  conynenters.  In  their  respective  clas¬ 
sifications  were:  Nationwide  Leisure  Ck>rpora- 
tlon,  American  Leadership  Study  Groups, 
Vacation  Ventures/Carefree  Travel,  Inc., 
Charter  Travel  Corporation,  American  Insti¬ 
tute  for  Foreign  Study,  Inc.,  Pathfinder  Cor¬ 
poration,  Amodcan  Automobile  Association, 
Inc.,  Unitours,  Inc.,  and  David  Travels,  Inc.; 
Airline  Charter  Tour  Operator  Association, 
and  United  States  Tour  Opeators  Association, 
Inc.;  American  Airlines,  and  Delta  Air  Lines; 
Overseas  National  Airways,  Trans  Interna¬ 
tional  Airlines,  Inc.,  and  World  Airways,  Inc. 
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did  not  bear  directly  on  the  matter  of  erator  liability  without  fault  for  all  non-  ance,  they  can  readily  purchase  one  or 
prescribing  the  contract  between  the  op-  performance  of  services  contracted  for  more  Euch  types  measured  to  their  own 
erator  and  the  direct  air  carrier,  and  the  by  businesses  involved  in  the  tour,  and  needs,  on  a  short-term  basis  to  cover  a 
reason  for  prescribing  such  contracts  is  for  any  damages  incurred  on  the  tour.  trip.  It  is  not  entirely  clear  what  types  of 
not  obvious.  Several  answers  argued  Similarly,  itwn  8  would  require  payment  “nonperformance”  by  businesses  provid- 
against  such  a  provision,  on  the  grounds  at  a  high  rate  by  the  operator  for  flight  ing  services  to  the  charter  participants 
that  it  is  not  necessary  to  so  restrict  delays  of  more  than  a  few  hours.  Since  were  Intended  by  the  petition  to  be  cov- 
competition  in  this  area,  and  that  car-  these  involve  money  payments  to  the  ered,  but  this  type  of  insurance  coverage, 
Tiers  should  be  free  to  compete  by  offer-  participant  as  a  result  of  a  contingency,  obtained  nominally  by  the  tour  organizer 
ing  more  hberal  charter  contract  terms  they  would  be  paid  for  by  each  particif  and  paid  for  ultimately  by  the  consumer, 
to  operators.  The  Board  agrees  that  no  pant  as  an  increment  of  the  charter  would  be  expensive  (as  indicated  in 
sufficient  justification  has  been  shown  for  price  to  cover  the  added  operator  costs;  many  of  the  answers),  in  light  of  the 
a  prescribed  form  of  charter  contract,  they  are  therefore,  in  esseiice,  a  form  wide  range  of  defaults  involved, 
which  would  prevent  carriers  from  com-  of  insurance  that  each  participant  would  por  these  reasons,  we  are  inclined  to 
peting  with  one  another  in  offering  terms  be  required  to  purchase.  the  view  that  the  proposals  constitut- 

to  charter  operators,  and,  absent  justi-  Commercially  successful  insurance  de-  ing  item  8  and  11  of  the  petition’s  sug- 
fication,  the  request  should  be  denied,  pends,  on  a  positive  margin  between  costs  gested  liability  rules  should  not  be 
There  was  some  comment  by  operators  (i-©-.  premiums)  and  benefits  (payouts  adopted.  However,  we  specifically  invite 
that  the  present  contracts  demanded  by  for  the  insured  loss) .  Sometimes  pur-  comments  on  all  questions  of  operators’ 
air  carriers  are  unfair  in  that  the  car-  chasers  are  willing  to  pay  more  than  the  liability  for  nonperformance  or  misper- 
riers  are  free  to  raise  their  prices  re-  benefit  i^y  be  worth  (the  prospective  formance  in  connection  with  charter 
gardless  of  the  contracts,  and  are  slmi-\  pay9'^t  times  the  probability  of  receiving  flights  and  tours, 
larly  unfair  to  the  operators  in  the  event  It)  in  order  that  they  will  not  have  to  Cancellation  and  refund  rights  be¬ 
at  force  majeure  or  labor-dispute  cancel-  the  prospect  of  loss.  But  where  rela-  cause  of  changes.  Item  2  of  the  petition 
lations.  The  Board  recogniz^  that  some  tively  small  amounts  of  money  are  in-  would  require  the  operator-participant 
provisions  of  the  present  charter  con-  volved,  whose  loss  would  not  be  cata-  contract  to  describe  all  the  major  fea- 
tracts  may  merit  fiulher  regulatory  at-  strophic,  regulation-forced  insurance  un-  tures  of  the  charter,  including  names  of 
tention,  with  a  view  to  eliminating  unfair  necessarily  lumts  the  consumer’s  freedom  operators  and  carriers,  dates,  itinerary, 
aspects,  and  invites  comments  on  specific  choice.  Not  only  is  he  foreclosed  from  groimd  arrangements,  and  prices.  Item 
provisions.  deciding  whether  the  risk  is  worth  Insur-  3  would  provide  that  “a  change  in  any 

2.  Depository  and  surety  provisions.  In  against  (insofar  as  the  risk  is  now  component  part  of  the  tour  (price, 

the  area  of  the  agreement  between  the  cofPmercially  insurable)  but  the  “pre-  origin,  destination,  hotel,  air  carrier, 
operator,  the  direct  air  carrier,  and  de-  he  pays  as  part  of  the  price  of  his  ground'arrangements,  or  itinerary)  shall 

posltory  bank  and  the  revision  of  the  “  based  on  the  average  claims  of  automatically  and  immediately  give  rise 

surety  provisions  suggested  in  (XJA’s  ^  travelers,  and  not  on  his  nee^  alone,  ^  complete  refund  unless  the  tour  par- 
item  10,  the  Board  considers  that  a  re-  i™Posu^8  a  re^atory  lia-  ticipant  agrees  in  writing  to  accept  such 

view  of  existing  rules  is  called  for,  and  .  ^  leads  to  the  most  ^  change.”  These  two  items  are  both  ele- 

has  already  initiated  staff  action  to  ^efficient  kind  of  insiurance,  since  the  ments  of  the  same  proposed  scheme  and 
study  the  matter  and  make  recommen-  operator  has  httle  control  over  the  con-  ^re  considered  together.  The  problem  of 
dations.  The  petition  on  this  point  has  tingencies  insmed  against,  and  cannot  changes  in  the  tour  plans  is  a  difficult 
thus  been  anticipated.  There  was  reduce  costs  by  bemg  more  careful.  one,  and  to  some  extent  inherent  in  the 

nothing  in  the  petition,  however,  and  , .  reason^  the  Board  is  tenta-  concept  of  tours,  with  the  requirements 

the  Board  is  not  aware  of  additional  evi-  ^  of  the  view  that  there  is  ^bstan-  for  extensive  advance  arrangements  by 
dence,  to  indicate  that  the  situation  re-  tim  doubt  as  to  whemer  items  8  and  11  fj^e  operator  for  many  aspects  of  the 
quires  immediate  rectification;  and  we  “  suggested  charter  contract  would  <‘groimd  package,”  as  well  as  the  uncer- 
are  therefore  Inclined  to  believe  that  we  really  to  ip  the  mter^t  of  comumers,  tainties  incident  to  contracting  for  plane 
should  wait  for  and  consider  the  staff  them  would  ultimately  bear  capacity  many  months  in  advance  with- 

study  before  taking  rulemaking  action,  the  costs,  regardless  of  individual  pref-  detailed  knowledge  as  to  the  num- 

3.  Operator-participant  contracts.  The  ®’^®*^®®-  ber  of  participants  who  will  finally 

petition  asked  that  the  Board  “pre-  Although  passengers  on  fiights  un-  travel.  On  the  one  hand,  the  traveling 

scribe”  the  contract  between  the  oper-  doubtedly  find  delays  to  be  annoying  and  public  certainly  has  a  right  to  receive 
ator  and  the  participants.  This  refers,  inconvenient,  no  justification  has  been  substantially  what  it  contracts  for,  al- 
of  course,  to  the  provisions  other  than  shown  for  an  insiirance-type  remedy  though  a  certain  amount  of  latitude  may 
the  main  features  of  the  charter,  which  contemplated  by  item  8.  As  pointed  out  be  explicitly  provided  for  in  the  contract, 
change  with  each  tour.  The  Board  ten-  ^  several  carriers’  answers  to  the  peti-  on  the  other  hand,  as  pointed  out  in 
tatively  agrees  that  some  of  the  ^ovi-  tion,  flight  delays  are  often  due  to  factors  many  of  the  answers,  late  changes  in 
sions  of  these  contracts  might  usefully  such  as  mechanical  difficulties  or  weather  tour  arrangements  are  often  entirely  be- 
be  standardized;  and,  Indeed,  we  are  cannot  be  prevented,  so  the  behav-  yond  the  control  of  the  operator,  and 

currently  await^g  various  staff  pro-  ior-modification  effect  of  the  penalties  the  need  for  some  adjustment  in  a  tour 
posals  for  such  standardization.  The  would  be  minimal.  To  force  participants  package  might  be  reasonably  antici- 
Board  has  also  directed  the  staff  to  sub-  ^  P®y  inore  for  their  charter  flights  so  pated.  A  rule  that  gave  each  participant 
mlt  for  otu:  consideration  some  basic,  that  they  may  receive  penalty  pasunents  a  right  to  a  complete  refund  for  any 
detailed,  “form”  provisions  that  will  fo**  delays  would  partially  defeat  one  of  change  in  the  plans,  no  matter  what  ite 
make  it  possible  for  the  Board  to  review  the  main  aspects  of  the  charter  “bar-  nature,  would  be  unfair,  not  only  to  the 
prospective  contracts  more  effectively,  gain.”  operator  but  also  to  the  other  partici- 

However,  adequate  justification  for  Item  11  is  more  complex;  it  includes  pants,  and  could  lead  to  confusion  and 

mandatory  complete  standardization  of  some  types  of  insurance  coverage  that  argument  over  whether  a  change  actu- 
all  provisions  of  operator-participant  may  be  desirable  to  consumera.  Collect-  ally  took  place. 

contracts  has  not  bron  presented,  and  ing  it  all  under  an  umbrella  'liability  of  The  question  is  not  simply  one  of  hold- 
the  Board  is  therefore  not  prepared  to  the  tour  organizer,  however,  is  likely  to  ing  the  operator  to  high  standards  of 
commit  itself  to  that  course  at  this  time,  be  inefficient,  expensive,  and  freedom-  behavior.  The  charter  rules  limit  (dif- 
Some  of  the  specific  provisions  that  <X)A  limiting  for  the  consumer.  Such  a  plan  ferently  in  the  various  charter  forms) 
argued  should  be  contained  in  these  con-  would  include  large  elements  of  double  the  rights  of  the  operator  to  replace  par- 
tracts  are  discussed  below.  coverage.  For  example,  many  charter  ticipants  who  cancel,  regardless  of  toeir 

Insurance-type  provisions.  Several  of  participants  have  insurance  coverage  for  refund  rights.  It  may  fairly  be  assumed 
the  requirements  suggested  by  CXDA  take  their  baggage  as  part  of  their  continu-  that  in  many  cases  the  majority  of  tour 
the  form  of  Insurance,  directly  or  Indl-  ing  personal  insurance  package.  Where  participants  are  willing  to  accept 
rectly.  Item  11  wouJd  Impose  on  the  op-  they  do  not  have  these  types  of  insur-  changes  and  go  on  with  their  plans. 
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Participants  who  cancel,  therefore, 
create  a  difficiUt  situation;  if  the  entire 
charter  is  canceled,  many  persons’ 
travel  plans  may  be  upset,  and  economic 
losses  to  the  air  carrier  as  well  as  the  op¬ 
erator  may  be  involved.  If  the  tour  goes 
on,  the  cost  of  the  empty  seats  must  be 
absorbed  by  someone.  As  disciissed 
earlier,  it  would  be  naive  to  assume  that 
the  operators,  or  any  businesses,  c(m- 
sistenth^  absorb  the  cost.  Liberal  can¬ 
cellation  rights,  where  the  seats  cannot 
be  refilled,  are  an  added  cost  that  will 
ultimately  be  passed  mi  in  higher  charter 
prices. 

The  conclusion  tentativrty  drawn  is 
that  positions  at  either  end  of  the  spec- 
tnun  would  be  unwise — either  complete 
cancellation  rights  in  the  participant  for 
any  change,  as  suggested  by  OCA,  or 
complete  freedom  in  the  operator  to 
make  changes  at  will.  What  is  clearly 
needed  is  a  middle  position,  a  set  of  cri¬ 
teria  to  distinguish  between  changes  that 
are  major  enough  to  give  participants 
refimd  rights  and  those  that  are  not. 
Insofar  as  the  OCA  petition  requests 
rulemaking  proceedings  to  arrive  at  such 
criteria,  and  any  related  rules  that  may 
be  foimd  desirable  to  curb  possible  oper-' 
ator  abuses,  those  issues  should  be  fo¬ 
cused  on  specifically. 

Hardship  refunds.  OCA  suggested  a 
right  to  withdraw  with  a  complete  re¬ 
fund  in  the  event  of  serious  illness  or 
death  in  the  participant’s  immediate 
family  (item  4).  Upon  examination  this 
can  be  seen  to  be  a  pure  form  of  forced 
Insiurance,  whereby  each  charter  partici¬ 
pant  would  be  required  to  pay  a  hidden 
premium  for  the  right  to  cancel  on  the 
happening  of  certain  specified  events. 
Several  answers  suggested  that  a  more 
sensible  course  would  be  to  allow  par¬ 
ticipants  to  make  their  own  economic 
choices  in  this  area  by  their  option  to 
buy  “trip  insurance”  for  such  con¬ 
tingencies. 

The  Board  agrees,  and  we  would  be  in¬ 
clined  to  reject  this  proposal.  Given  the 
variety  of  factors  that  may  induce  peo¬ 
ple  to  cancel,  it  seems  no  useful  purpose 
would  be  served  by  a  selection  process 
that  would  produce  free  cancellation 
rights  for  participants  who  encoimter 
certain  circumstances,  but  not  to  others. 
Furthermore,  there  is  probably  no  way 
to  distinguish,  by  regulatory  language, 
between  circumstances  that  constitute 
genuine  hardship  and  those  that  do  not. 
It  is  true  that  various  tjqies  of  catas¬ 
trophic  events  give  rise  to  general  sym¬ 
pathy,  but  the  fact  that  in  these  cases 
cancellation  appears  personally  appro¬ 
priate  or  justified  is  not  a  sufficient  basis 
for  imposing  insurance  costs  on  partici¬ 
pants  who  do  not  wish  to  pay  for  that 
type  of  protection.  Optional  insurance 
seems  far  preferable  to  forced,  universal 
Insurance  in  areas  such  as  this,  for  rea¬ 
sons  already  discussed.  The  Board  in¬ 
tends  to  develop  a  proposed  requirement 
that  tour  operators  make  trip-cancella¬ 
tion  insiurance  available  to  any  partici¬ 
pant  who  wishes  it. 

OfflciaZ  notice  of  cancellation.  The  sug¬ 
gested  requirement  (item  5)  that  each 
participant  receive  formal  notice  of  a 


canceled  tour,  from  which  time  the  pe¬ 
riod  for  filing  refund  claims  would  run, 
appears  reasonable,  and  should  be  in¬ 
cluded  among  the  proposed  rules  de¬ 
veloped  in  this  proceMlng.  However,  as  a 
technical  matter,  certified  mail  would 
appear  more  appropriate  than  registered 
mall  for  that  purpose,  as  pointed  out 
in  the  answers. 

Refunds  for  canceled  charters.  The 
Board  accepts  the  principle  that  refunds 
should  be  promptly  made  to  participants 
in  the  event  a  charter  flight  is  canceled, 
and  would  expect  to  propose  that  portion 
of  the  petition  as  a  general  matter,  with 
some  modification,  in  order  to  reflect  the 
fact  that  the  nature  of  the  refund  should 
vary  according  to  the  circumstances  of 
the  cancellation. 

The  regulations  pertaining  to  charters 
provide(  14  CPR  207.13(b))  that  in  the 
case  of  split  charters,  the  carrier  must 
require  payment  of  the  full  charter  price 
not  later  than  30  days  prior  to  the  flight. 
This  pasonent  is  not  refundable  in  the 
event  of  cancellation  of  a  charter  by  the 
operator  (i.e.,  not  by  the  carrier) ,  unless 
another  charter  is  substituted.  This  pro¬ 
vision  protects  the  interests  of  the  par¬ 
ticipants  in  the  other  charters  on  the 
same  flight,  since  the  carrier  is  pro¬ 
hibited  by  statute  from  accepting  less 
than  the  full  charter  price  for  perform¬ 
ing  the  flight.  The  chartering  operator 
is,  of  course,  liable  for  the  amount  of  its 
charter  price,  and  the  question  is  whether 
its  debt  should  be  to  the  carrier,  or  to  the 
persons  who  would  have  been  partici¬ 
pants  in  the  canceled  charter  and  are 
awaiting  the  return  of  their  money.  The 
main  problem  would  be  a  defaulting 
charterer,  although  that  situation  is  miti¬ 
gated  by  the  surety  requirements  im¬ 
posed  on  operators.  In  Ifeht  of  the  facts 
that  consumers’  interests  are  involved 
on  both  sides,  that  considerable  uncer¬ 
tainty  could  be  injected  into  split  charter 
flights  if  the  carrier  had  to  give  up  its 
payment  in  the  event  of  a  late  cancella¬ 
tion  and  look  to  the  charterer  or  Its 
surety  for  reimbursement  before  depart¬ 
ing,  and  that  cancellations  after  full 
payment  has  been  made  to  the  carrier 
are  relatively  uncommon,  the  Board 
would  be  inclined  to  retain  the  present 
scheme  with  respect  to  cancellations  of 
split  charters  during  the  last  30  days 
before  departure,  whereby  the  operator 
must  reimburse  participants  dlrectiy  for 
their  payments  from  its  own  funds.  How¬ 
ever,  we  might  further  examine  this  po¬ 
sition  in  light  of  the  staff  study  on  finan¬ 
cial  security  arrangements.  In  any  event, 
we  would  expect  this  proceeding  to  de¬ 
velop  a  rule  requiring  direct  repayment 
of  all  money  received  originally  from 
participants  in  other  situations  where  a 
charter  is  canceled. 

In  this  item  OCA  also  requested  tha;t 
payment  to  the  participants  in  a  canceled 
charter  be  required  within  7  days  of  the 
cancellation,  with  a  10  percent  penalty 
for  late  refimd.  Several  answers  pointed 
out  that  7  days  appeared  to  be  an  un¬ 
fairly  short  period,  in  light  of  the  fact 
that  parties  other  than  the  operator 
must  normally  participate  in  the  trans¬ 
fer  of  funds,  and  that  the  10  percent 
penalty  was  unjustifiably  harsh.  A  re¬ 


quirement  that  refimds  be  required  with¬ 
in  a  stated  period  appears  sound,  how¬ 
ever,  and  the  Board  will  consider  these 
details,  including  a  requirement  for  pen¬ 
alties  for  late  refunds,  in  light  of  com¬ 
ments  received  in  the  course  of  develop¬ 
ing  its  rules. 

Identification  of  operator  in  advertise¬ 
ments.  ITie  identification  of  the  tour  op¬ 
erator  in  any  solicitation  or  advertising 
material  (item  7)  appears  to  be  a  worthy 
suggestion,  and  should  be  Included 
among  our  proposed  rules.  It  would  make 
it  easier  for  members  of  the  public  to 
identify  particular  programs  in  case  of 
an  inquiry  or  a  complaint  to  the  Board, 
and  would  perhaps  increase  the  sense  of 
responsibility  of  operators  who  would 
otherwise  be  unknowm  to  the  consumers 
utilizing  their  services.  Whether  a  useful 
purpose  would  be  served  by  including 
the  address  of  the  operator  in  advertising 
material  is  a  subsidiary  issue  for  specific 
focus  in  the  comments. 

Overbooking  penalties.  The  OCA  sug¬ 
gestion  (item  9)  that  overbooked  par¬ 
ticipants  receive  a  complete  refimd  plus 
free  scheduled  transportation  to  the  des¬ 
tination  appears  to  be  a  uniform,  harsh 
penalty  applicable  to  a  variety  of  situa¬ 
tions  in  which  the  culpabili^  of  the  op¬ 
erator  differs  ■widely.  The  petition  con¬ 
tains  little  justification  for  such  a  sweep¬ 
ing  approach  in  this  area.  Here,  as  with 
the  refund-for-changes  issue,  the  better 
course  appears  to  lie  somewhere  between 
the  extremes  of  no  relief  and  automatic 
relief  in  all  cases  no  matter  the  circum¬ 
stances.  The  Board  is  of  the  opinion  that 
prompt  and  effective  action  to  protect 
the  consumer’s  interests  in  this  area  is 
needed.  It  may  well  be  that.  In  some 
instances,  such  action  may  include  a  re¬ 
quirement  for  substitute  transportation. 
However,  in  order  to  formulate  proposed 
rules  regarding  overbooked  seats  on 
charters,  we  invite  comments  offering 
reasoned  suggestions  as  to  specific  ways 
in  which  the  rules  should  be  changed  or 
supplemented. 

Licensing  of  tour  operators.  Licensing 
of  operators  has  some  attractive  aspects. 
Perhaps  the  strongest  argnunent  in  its 
favor  is  that  it  would  give  the  Board 
another  enforcement  sanction,  whereby 
an  operator  who  failed  to  comply  with 
regulations  could  be  put  out  of  business, 
at  least  for  an  extended  period  of  time. 
Putting  a  going  business  out  of  operation 
is  a  very  serious  matter,  however,  both 
legally  and  as  a  matter  of  public  policy. 
It  is  highly  unlikely  that  it  would  be  done 
on  the  basis  of  a  showing  that  an  oper¬ 
ator  had  violated  some  regulations,  un¬ 
less  it  were  conclusively  shown  that  the 
violations  were  intentional,  major,  and 
repeated.  As  has  been  discussed,  the 
Board  is  moving  to  institute  rules  to  pro¬ 
tect  charter  participants  in  various  ways, 
and  it  would  appear  wiser  to  examine  the 
ameliorative  effect  of  those  actions  before 
moving  to  the  more  burdensome  pro¬ 
cedure  of  licensing. 

The  screening  aspects  of  licensing  set 
forth  in  the  petition  are  also  subject  to 
serious  question.  If,  as  the  petition  sug¬ 
gested,  it  would  not  be  appropriate  to  use 
the  licensing  requirement  to  Impose  se- 
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vere  entry  restrictions,  it  is  difiBcult  to 
envision  how  licensing  could  really  screen 
out  potential  wrongdoers.  Ihe  most  im¬ 
portant  qualities  in  persons  entering  into 
the  business  of  tour  organization  are  in¬ 
tegrity  and  business  abUity,  mid  absent  a 
thorough  backgroimd  investigation, 
which  is  clearly  not  feasible,  there  is  no 
way  for  a  Federal  agency  to  make  dis¬ 
criminating  judgments  in  those  areas  on 
the  bcusis  of  application  dociunents.  Even 
the  financial  stability  that  the  petition 
cited  as  <»ie  of  the  goals  of  hcensing 
would  probably  not  be  ascertainable, 
since  with  no  financial  history,  the  finan¬ 
cial  position  of  a  small  business  that  is 
about  to  begin  its  life  usually  bears  little 
resemblance  to  what  it  will  be  a  year  or 
two  after  it  begins  operation. 

For  these  reasons,  the  Board  believes 
that  the  benefits  of  operator  licensing 
have  not  yet  been  shown  to  be  sufficient  to 
justify  the  major  addition  to  the  paper¬ 
work  load,  in  both  the  public  and  private 
sectors,  that  such  a  procedure  would  in¬ 
volve.  Moreover,  as  noted  previously,  the 
Board  has  instituted  a  staff  study  of  the 
financial  security  provisions,  which  is 
proceeding  on  an  urgent  basis.  It  is  im- 
dertaking,  moreover,  to  reexamine  all  as¬ 
pects  of  its  charter  regulations,  with  a 
view  to  revising  them  to  serve  best  the 
interests  of  the  public.  The  question  of 
operator  hcensing  wUl  be*  given  further 
consideration  in  that  study.  Finally,  the 
changes  that  the  Board  is  contemplating 
in  the  charter  regulations,  many  of 
which  have  been  noted  herein,  should  do 
much  to  strengthen  the  protections  for 
charter  participants.  Inasmuch  as  the 
proposal  to  license  operators  is  regarded 
as  a  “consumer-protection”  technique, 
our  adoption  of  charter  rules  improving 
consumers’  protection  might  thus  render 
the  hcensing  proposal  unnecessary  for 
that  purpose,  and  thus  remove  the  main 
apparent  justification  for  this  proposed 
resection  on  free  entry  and  competition 
for.  charter  operators. 

Termination  of  exemptions.  The  OCA 
petition  also  requested  the  termination 
of  operators’  exemptions,  as  indirect  air 
carriers,  fnxn  sections  401,  407(b)  and 
(c) ,  and  412  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1371,  1377(b)  and  (c),  1382). 
Upon  examination,  these  exemption  ter¬ 
minations  appear  to  be  merely  supple¬ 
mentary  to  the  requested  hcensing  re- 
quir^ent,  and  wlU  therefore  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  that  context.  The  section  401 
exemption  would  be  “restricted”  to  those 
obtaining  licenses  from  the  Board,  so 
that  it  would  actuaUy  be  the  hcensing 
vehicle.  The  section  407  provisions  relat¬ 
ing  to  disclosure  of  major  stockholders 
and  stock  ownership  in  carriers  by  offi¬ 
cers  and  directors  would  relate  to  the  in¬ 
formation  provided  pursuant  to  the  ap- 
phcation  for  a  license.  FinaUy,  the  sec¬ 
tion  412  requirements  for  filing  with  the 
Board  agreements  between  operators  and 
direct  air  carriers  would  only  be  mean¬ 
ingful  if  the  present  requirements  for 
pre-fiight  charter  documentation  are 
changed,  since  the  actual  contract  must 
presently  be  filed  with  the  Board  as  part 
of  that  documentation. 

[PR  Doc.76-30163  PUed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


[  14  CFR  Parts  372a.  378a  ] 

[SPDR-51,  Docket  No.  a&509.  Dated  October  7. 

1976] 

“NORTH  AMERICAN  CHARTERS" 
Proposed  Definition 

Notice  is  hereby  giv^  that  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board  has  under  considera¬ 
tion  amendments  to  Parts  372a  and  378a 
of  its  Special  Regulations  (14  (7FR  Parts 
372a  and  378a) .  As  more  fuUy  discussed 
in  the  Explanatory  Statement,  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  proposed  amendments  is  to 
include  Central  America  in  the  definition 
of  “North  American  charter.”  The 
amendments  are  proposed  xmder  the  au¬ 
thority  of  sections  101,  204,  401,  402,  407, 
416,  and  1001  of  the  F^eral  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended  (72  Stat.  737  (as 
amended),  743,  754  (as  amended),  757, 
766,  771,  and  788;  49  U.S.C.  1301,  1324, 
1371,  1372,  1377,  1386,  and  1481). 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  throus^  sub¬ 
mission  of  twenty  (20)  cc^ies  of  written 
data,  views  or  arguments  pertaining 
thereto,  addressed  to  Docket  29509, 
Docket  Section,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board, 
Washi^ton,  D.C.  20428.  All  relevant  ma¬ 
terial  in  comments  received  cm  or  before 
November  29,  1976,  will  be  considered  by 
the  Board  before  taking  final  action  on 
the  proposed  rule.  Copies  of  such  com¬ 
munications  will  be  available  for  exam¬ 
ination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
Dcxjket  Section  of  the  B^rd,  Room  711, 
Universal  Building,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  upon 
receipt  thereof. 

Individual  members  of  the  general 
public  who  wish  to  express  their  interest 
as  consumers  by  participating  informsdly 
in  this  pr(x;eeding  may  do  so  through 
submission  of  comments  in  letter  form  to 
the  Docket  Section  at  the  address  indi¬ 
cated  above,  without  the  necessity  of 
filing  additional  copies  thereof. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

Explanatory  Statement 

By  petition  dated  July  12, 1976,  Docket 
29509,  Nationwide  Leisure  Corporatlcm 
requested  that  the  Board  amend  the 
definition  of  “North  American  charter,” 
set  forth  in  the  Travel  Group  Charter 
(TGC)  rule  and  the  One-stop-inclusive 
Tour  Charter  (OTC)  rule,  respectively 
Parts  372a  and  378a  of  its  Special  Regu¬ 
lations  (14  CFR  Parts  372a  and  378a). 
Specifically,  petitioner  requested  that 
the  Board  expand  the  definition  of 
“North  American  charter,”  a  term  used 
only  in  those  two  rules,  so  as  to  include 
charters  to  Central^America.  With  re¬ 
spect  to  Central  American  OTC’s,  such 
an  amendment  would  have  the  following 
effects:  the  advance  purchase  period 
would  be  reduced  from  30  days  to  15 
days,  and  the  minimum  duration  would 
be  r^uced  frcxn  7  days  to  4  days  (with 
a  reduction  in  minimum  tour  price  to 
refiect  the  shorter  duration).  With  re¬ 
spect  to  Central  American  TGC’s  the  re¬ 
quested  amendments  would  reduce  the 


minimum  duration  from  10  days  to  7 
days. 

In  support  of  its  request,  petitioner 
argued  that  Central  America  is  in  fact 
part  of  the  North  American  continent, 
smd  is  in  the  same  geographic  area  as 
Mexico  and  the  Caribbean,  which  are 
presently  included  in  the  definition  of 
“North  American  charter”;  that  the  dis¬ 
tances  between  New  York  and  various 
points  in  Central  America  are  about  the 
same  as  or  shorter  than  distances  be¬ 
tween  New  York  and  certain  points  in 
Mexico  and  the  Caribbean;  ^  that  Cen¬ 
tral  American  destinations  offer  tourist 
attractions  similar  to  those  in  the  Carib¬ 
bean  and  Mexico;  and  that  the  exclusion 
of  Central  America  from  the  definition 
of  “North  American  charter”  produces  a 
situation  where  travelers  destined  to  the 
same  geographic  and  tourist  area  are 
confronted  by  two  different  sets  of  re¬ 
strictions — a  situation  which,  it  was  al¬ 
leged,  unjustifiably  penalizes  operators 
of  Central  American  charters. 

Comments  supporting  the  petition 
were  filed  by  TACA  International  Air¬ 
lines,  S.A.  (TACA) ,  and  by  Servicio  Aereo 
de  Honduras,  SA.  (SAHSA) .  Pan  Amer¬ 
ican  World  Airways,  Inc.,  filed  a  com¬ 
ment  opposing  the  petition. 

The  definition  of  “North  American 
charter”  was  first  adopted  in  the  TGC 
rule  by  SPR-61,  37  FR  20808  (October  4, 
1972)  in  ordei*  to  provide  a  shorter  mini¬ 
mum  duration  requirement  for  North 
American  TGC’s.  The  Board’s  rationale 
was  that  “vacation  travel  in  North 
America  is  likely  to  be  of  shorter  dura¬ 
tion  than  vacation  travel  from  the  Unit¬ 
ed  States  to  the  rest  of  the  world  •  • 

Subsequently,  the  Board  proposed  to 
adopt  a  “North  American  charter”  defi¬ 
nition  in  the  proposed  OTC  rule  set  forth 
in  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  EDR- 
281/SPDR^38/ODR-9,  39  PR  39572  (No¬ 
vember  8,  19'i4).  Again,  the  purpose  of 
distinguishing  between  North  American 
and  non-North  American  charters  was 
to  adopt  minimum  stay  requirements 
which  fit  the  needs  of  specific  markets. 
However,  in  Supplemental  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rulemaking  EDR-281B/SPDR- 
38B/ODR-9B,  40  FR  17039  (April  16, 
1975)  the  Board  proposed  that  North 
American  OTC’s  be  subject  to  a  15-day 
advance  filing  requirement,  while  all 
other  OlC’s  were  to  be  subject  to  a  30- 
day  advance  filing  requirement.*  The 
Board  explained’: 

Our  proposal  that  advance-filing  require¬ 
ments  be  different  for  North  American  OTC’s 
than  for  other  OTC’s  Is  founded  on  two 
founds.  The  first  is  that  the  availability  to 
the  public  of  charter  transportation  In  do¬ 
mestic  UJ3.  markets  appears  to  be  unduly 
low.  We  are  determined  to  remedy  this  cir¬ 
cumstance.  We  are  of  the  tentative  view  that 
a  shorter  advance-filing  period  will  be  of  use 
In  this  regard  since  It  may  tend  to  reduce 
domestic  OTC  costs,  increase  the  number  of 


^  nils  assertion  was  supported  by  two  com¬ 
parative  distance  tables  included  in  the  pe¬ 
tition. 

*'nie  original  proposal,  set  forth  in  EDB^ 
281/SPDR-38/ODR-9,  supra,  would  have  ap¬ 
plied  a  30-day  advance  filing  requirement 
to  all  OTC’s. 
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domestic  OTC's  that  are  organized  and  actu¬ 
ally  operated,  and,  in  addition,  permit  the 
use  of  OTC’s  by  persons  who  could  not  have 
otherwise  made  their  plans  sufficiently  In 
advance.  (We  are  proposing  that  the  shorter 
pre-departure  filing  period  should  be  appli¬ 
cable  to  North  American  OTC’s,  rather  than 
Just  domestic  OTC’s,  because  of  the  anoma¬ 
lous  results  that  might  otherwise  occur  due 
to  the  proximity  of  some  domestic  vacation 
.destination  points  to  foreign  North  Ameri¬ 
can  vacation  destinations.)  Second,  the  dif¬ 
ference  in  passenger  list  filing  dates  we  are 
here  proposing  reflects  our  concern  that,  be¬ 
cause  of  the  nature  of  international  travel, 
decreasing  the  length  of  time  hi  advance  of 
the  d^iarture  date  that  passenger  lists  have 
to  be  filed  might  pose  risks  of  undue  diver¬ 
sion  from  International  scheduled  services 
that  would  outweigh  the  benefits  the  public 
would  derive  from  a  shorter  period.  40  FR 
17041 

Thus,  although  the  countries  in  Cen¬ 
tral  America  (Guatemala,  Belize,  Hon¬ 
duras,  El  Salvador,  Nicaragua,  Costa 
Rica,  and  Panama)  may  resemble  Mex¬ 
ico  and  the  Caribbean  with  respect  to 
geographic  location  and  tourist  attrac¬ 
tions,  there  remains  the  question  whether 
“because  of  the  nature  of  *  *  •  travel” 
to  Central  America,  the  inclusion  of  that 
area  in  the  subject  definition  “might 
pose  risks  of  undue  diversion  from  *  •  * 
scheduled  service”  in  the  affected  mar¬ 
kets,  within  the  quoted  ratimiale. 

In  its  opposition  to  this  petition  Pan 
American  argued  that  the  amendment 
requested  by  petitioner  would  "threats 
serious  injury”  to  scheduled  service  be¬ 
tween  the  U£.  and  Central  America.  In 
support  of  this  contention,  Pan  Ameri¬ 
can  argued  that  U.S.-Central  America 
markets  are  relatively  “thin”  markets 
which  support  few  scheduled  service  fre¬ 
quencies,  and  which  are  dependent  for 
their  economic  viability  upon  tourists  as 
well  as  business  travelers.  ’Those  tourists. 
Pan  American  argued,  would  be  subject 
to  diversion  if  the  d^nition  of  “North 
American  charter”  were  expanded  to  in¬ 
clude  Central  America.  Pan  American 
suggested  that,  instead  of  amending  the 
regulations  at  this  time,  the  Board  grant 
waivers  of  the  advance  purchase  require¬ 
ment  on  a  case-by-case  basis.  This  ap¬ 
proach,  it  was  argued,  would  allow  the 
Board  to  evaluate  the  effects  of  the  re¬ 
quested  amendments  on  the  basis  of 
experience. 

Pan  American  did  not  submit  any  data 
showing  the  percentage  of  toiu’ists  travel¬ 
ing  to  Central  America  (xi  scheduled 
service,  nor  did  it  submit  evidence  dem¬ 
onstrating  how  “thin”  scheduled  service 
frequencies  are  to  that  area,  or  what  were 
its  criteria  for  “injury”  to  scheduled  serv¬ 
ice.  Furthermore,  the  Board  is  not  aware 
of  any  evidence  that  TGC’s  or  O’TC’s  to 
Mexico  or  the  Caribbean  (which  ar^ 
“North  American  charters”)  have  caused 
significant  deterioration  in  scheduled 
service  to  those  areas.  TACA  and  SAHSA, 
scheduled  carriers  operating  between  the 
U.S.  and  Central  America,  both  filed 
comments  supporting  the  petition.  In 
contrast  to  Pan  American,  neither  car¬ 
rier  predicted  that  the  requested  amend¬ 
ment  would  threaten  scheduled  service 
between  the  U.S.  and  Central  America. 


In  light  of  the  foregoing,  the  Board 
is  not  persuaded  that  the  incluskm  of 
Central  America  in  the  definition  of 
“N(»ih  American  charter”  will  cause  un¬ 
due  diversion  from  scheduled  service.  On 
the  other  hand,  it  may  well  be  that  Cen¬ 
tral  America  is  similar  in  location  and  in 
tourist  attracti(»is  to  Mexico  and  the 
Caribbean.  Therefore,  the  Board  has  de¬ 
cided  to  propose  that  Central  America 
be  included  in  the  definition  of  “North 
American  charter.” 

Characterizing  this  as  a  technical 
change,  petitioner  also  requested  that 
the  definition  be  amended  by  the  ex¬ 
pedited  method  of  issuing  a  final  _rule' 
without  first  issuing  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking.  The  Board  is  of  the  opinion 
that  such  expedited  procedures  would  not 
be  appropriate  here,  and  that  Pan  Amer¬ 
ican  and  other  scheduled  carriers  that 
may  be  affected  by  these  proposed 
amendmmts  should  be  given  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  develop  further  the  argumeuts 
regarding  the  effect  on  scheduled  service 
or  other  consequences  that  might  fiow 
from  the  amendments  proposed  herein. 

Proposed  Rule 

Accordingly,  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  pr<HX)ses  to  amend  Parts  372a  and 
378a  of  its  Special  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Parts  372a  and  378a)  as  follows: 

PART  372a— TRAVEL  GROUP  CHARTERS 
§  372a.2  [Amended] 

1.  The  definition  of  “North  American 
charter”  set  forth  in  S  372a.2,  Definitions, 
would  be  amended  to  read: 

•  *  •  •  • 

“North  American  charter”  means  a 
travel  group  charter  between  a  point  or 
points  In  any  State  of  the  United  States, 
the  District  of  Columbia,  Puerto  Rico,  or 
the  U.S.  Virgin  Islands,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  a  point  or  points  in  any  other  State 
of  the  United  States  or  in  Canada, 
Mexico,  Guatemala,  Belize,  Hondmrui,  El 
Sedvador,  Nicaragua,  Costa  Rica,  Pan¬ 
ama,  or  the  “Islands  of  the  Carib- 
bean”  (as  defined  in  Part  207  (14  CFR' 
Part  207) ) ,  on  the  other  hand. 

#  •  *  «  • 


PART  378a— ONE-STOP-INCLUSIVE 
TOUR  CHARTERS 

§  378a.2  [Amended] 

2.  The  d^lnltlon  of  “North  American 
charter”  set  forth  In  §  378a.2,  Definitions, 
would  be  amended  to  read: 

♦  •  •  #  • 
“North  American  charter”  means  a 
one-stop-inclusive  tour  charter  between 
a  point  or  points  in  any  State  of  the 
United  States,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Puerto  Rico,  or  the  U.S.  Virgin  Islands, 
on  the  (me  hand,  and  a  point  or  points  in 
any  other  State  of  the  United  States  or  in 
Canada,  Mexico,  Guatemala,  Belize, 
Honduras,  El  Salvador,  Nicaragua,  Costa 
Rica,  Panama,  or  the  “Islands  of  the 
Caribbean”  (as  defined  in  Part  207  (14 
CPR  Part  207) ) ,  on  the  other  hand. 

•  •  «  #  • 

(PR  X>oc. 76-30164  Filed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[40 CFR  Part  180] 

[FRL  630-32;  OPF-SOOOIO] 

TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMPTIONS  FROM 
TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTICIDE  CHEMI¬ 
CALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW  AGRICULTURAL 
COMMODITIES 

Proposed  ^Exemptions  From  Requirement 
of  a  Tolerance  for  Certain  Inert  Ingred¬ 
ients  in  Pesticide  Formulations 

At  the  request  of  several  interested 
persons,  the  Administrator,  Envir(mmen- 
tal  ProteCti<m  Agency,  is  proposing,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  408(e)  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act,  to  amend 
40  CPR  180.1001  by  the  exemption  of 
certain  additional  pesticide  chemicals 
which  are  inert  (or  occasionally  active) 
ingredients  in  pesticide  formulations 
from  tolerance  requirements. 

The  inert  (or  occasionally  active)  in¬ 
gredients  concerned,  and  the  persons  re¬ 
questing  that  the  Administrator  propose 
exemptions  with  respect  to  them  are  as 
follows: 

A(»tic  anhydride.  Chevron  Chemical,  940 
Hensley  Street,  Richmond  CA  94804.  ' 

Alpha-alkyl  (C8-C14)  -  omega  -  hydrozypoly- 
(ozypn^ylene)  block  copolymer  with  pol¬ 
yoxyethylene;  polyoxypropylene  content  is 
1-3  moles;  polyoxyethlene  content  is  7-9 
moles,  overage  molecular  weight  approxi¬ 
mately  636.  Jefferson  Chemical  Co.,  Inc., 
Box  4128,  Austin  TX  78766. 

Potassimn  sulfate.  E.  I.  duPont  de  Nemours 
A  Company,  Inc.,  Wilmington  DE  19898. 
Sodium  mono-,  dl-  and  tributyl  naphthalene 
sulfonates.  (PC)  Petrochemicals  Co.,  Inc., 
2001  N.  Orove,  Port  Worth  TX  76106. 
Valeric  acid,  normal.  Industrial  BIO-’TEST 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  1810  Frontage  Rd., 
Northbrook  IL  60062. 

Additionally,  the  Agency  proposes 
that  the  chemicals  aluminum  stearate, 
wintergreen  oil,  ethanol,  and  benzoic 
acid  be  removed  from  paragraph  (d), 
preharvest  application,  since  they  are 
already  cleared  under  paragraph  (c), 
which  includes  both  preharvest  and  post¬ 
harvest  {qjpllcatlon. 

The  Agency  has  also  determined  that 
sodium  hypochlorite  should  be  deleted 
from  §  180.1001  (c)  as  an  inert  ingredient 
and  that  it  should  be  added  to  §  180.2 
(a) ,  pestlcdde  chemicaJs  considered  safe. 

Based  on  available  Information  on  the 
chemistry  and  toxicity  of  these  sub¬ 
stances,  as  well  as  on  a  review  of  the 
history  of  their  use,  it  has  been  foimd 
that  when  used  in  accordance  with  g(X)d 
agricultural  practice,  these  sutetances 
are  useful  and  do  not  pose  a  hazard.  It 
is  concluded,  therefore,  that  the  proposed 
amendments  to-  40  CFR  180.1001  and 
180.2(a)  will  protect  the  public  health, 
and  it  is  proposed  that  the  regulations  be 
established  as  set  forth  below. 

Any  person  who  has  registered  or  sub¬ 
mitted  an  application  for  the  r^istra- 
tlon  of  a  pesticide  under  the  Federal  In¬ 
secticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act 
which  contains  any  of  the  ingredients 
listed  herein  may  request,  on  or  before 
November  15,  1976,  that  this  proposal  be 
referred  to  an  advisory  committee  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  408(e)  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 
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Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  on  the  proposed 
regulation  to  the  Federal  Register  Sec¬ 
tion,  Technical  Services  Division  (WH- 
569),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs,  Rm. 
401,  East  Tower,  401  M  St.  SW,  Wash¬ 
ington  DC  20460.  Three  copies  of  the 
comments  should  be  submitted  to  facili¬ 
tate  the  work  of  the  Agency  and  of  others 
interested  in  inspecting  them.  The  com¬ 
ments  must  be  received  on  or  before 
November  15,  1976,  and  should  bear  a 
notation  indicating  the  subject  and  the 
OPP  document  control  number  “OPP- 
300010”.  All  written  commente  filed  in 
response  to  this  notice  will  be*lavailable 
for  public  inspection  in  the  office  of  the 
Federal  Register  Section  from  8:30  a.m. 
to  4  p.m.  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  October  6, 1976. 

Statutwit  Authoritt:  Section  408(e)  of 
the  Federal  Pood.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(21  U.S.C.  346a(e)). 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 
Director,  Registration  Division. 

(1)  It  is  proposed  that  Part  180,  Sub¬ 
part  A,  §  180.2(a)  be  amended  by  adding 
the  pesticide  chemical  sodium  hypochlor¬ 
ite  to  read  as  follows. 

(2)  It  is  further  proposed  that  Part 
180,  Subpart  D,  §  180.1001  be  amended 
by:  (1)  deleting  the  entry  “alpha-alkyl 
(C6-  CIO)  -  omega  -  hydroxypoly(oxypro- 
pylene)  block  polymer  with  polyoxyeth¬ 
ylene;  polyox3Tropylene  content  aver¬ 
ages  3  moles;  polyoxyethylene  content 
averages  7  moles;  average  molecular 
weight  approximately  625”  from  para¬ 
graph  (c) ;  (2)  deleting  the  entry  “Sodi¬ 
um  mono-,  di-,  and  tributyl  naphthalene 
sulfonates”  from  paragraph  (d) ;  (3)  de¬ 
leting  the  entries  “Aluminum  stearate”, 
“Wintergreen  oil”,  “Ethanol”,  and  “Ben¬ 
zoic  acid”  from  paragraph  (d) ;  (4)  al¬ 
phabetically  inserting  new  items  in  para¬ 
graphs  (c) ,  (d) ,  and  (e) ;  and  (5)  by 
deleting  sodium  hypiochlorite  from  para¬ 
graph  (c)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  180.2  Pesticide  chemicals  considered 
safe. 

(a)  As  a  general  rule,  pesticide  chemi¬ 
cals  other  than  benzaldehyde  (when  used 
as  a  bee  repellant  in  the  harvesting  of 
honey),' ferrous  sulfate,  lime,  lime-sul- 
fiu*,  potassium  polysulfide,  sodium  car¬ 
bonate,  sodium  chloride,  sodivun  hypo¬ 
chlorite,  sodium  polysulfide,  and  sulfur, 
and,  when  used  postharvest  as  fungi¬ 
cides,  citric  acid,  fumaric  acid,  oil  of 
lemon,  oil  of  orange,  sodium  benzoate, 
and  sodium  propionate  are  not  for  the 
purposes  of  section  408(a)'  of  the  act  gen¬ 
erally  recognized  as  safe  for  use. 

•  •  •  •  • 

S  180.1001  Exemptions  from  the  re¬ 
quirement  of  a  tolerance. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(c)  •  •  • 


Inert  ingredient  Limits  Uses 


Aiphs-alkyl  (C8-CU)-  . SurlMtsnts, 

omegs  -  hydroxyroly  -  related 

(oxypropylene)  block  adjuyants  of 

copolymer  with  poly-  surfactants, 

oxy-ethylene;  polyoiy- 


propylene  content  b  1-3 
moles;  polyozyetbyleoe 
content  is  7-0  moles; 
average  molecular 
weight  approximate 
635. 


Potassium  sulfate . . Solid  diluent. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Sodium  mono-,  dl-,  and . Surfactants, 

trlbutyl  naphthalene  rebted 

sulfonates.  adjuvants  of 

surfactants. 


(d)  •  •  • 


Valeric  acid,  normal _ Not  more  Stenchlng 

than  2  agent  or 

pet  in  odorant, 

pesttdde 
formula¬ 
tions. 


(€)••• 


Acetic  anhydride. .  . Solvent, 

cosolvent, 

stabilizer. 

>  •  •  •  • 

Alpha-alkyl  (C8-C14)- . Surfactants, 

omega-hydroxypoly  related 

(oxypropylene)  block  adjuvants  of 

copolymer  with  poly-  surfactants. 


oxyethylene;  polyoxy- 
propylene  content  te 
1-3  moles;  ixrlyoxy- 
ethylene  content  is  7-9 
moles;  average  molecu¬ 
lar  weight  approxi¬ 
mately  635. 


Sodium  mono-,  dl-,  and .  Solvent, 

trlbutyl  naphthalene  cosolvent 

sulfonates.  stabilizer. 


(FR  Doc.76-30022  Piled  10-13-76;8:45  am] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 
[  17  CFR  Part  210  ] 

(Release  Nos.  33-5749,  34-12873,  35-19709, 
PileNo.  S7-6231 

DISCLOSURE  OF  CERTAIN 
REPLACEMENT  COST  DATA 

Proposed  Amendment  of  Regulation  S-X 

The  SeciHities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  hereby  publishes  for  comment  a  re¬ 
vised  amendment  to  Rule  3-17  of  Regu¬ 
lation  S-X  (17  CFR  210.3-17) .  Rule  3-17 
(g)  was  originally  proposed  for  com¬ 
ment  in  Securities  Act  Release  No.  5696 
(41  F.R.  13626),  which  was  issued  con¬ 
currently  with  Accounting  Series  Re¬ 
lease  No.  190  (Release  Nos.  33-5695,  34- 
12240,  35-19437,  March  23,  1976  (41  F.R. 
13596))  in  which  Rule  3-17(a)-(f)  re¬ 
quiring  certain  replac«nent  cost  data 
was  adopted. 


As  the  Commission  stated  in  its  orig¬ 
inal  proposal,  the  rule  was  proposed  “be¬ 
cause  of  the  imprecise  nature  of  replace¬ 
ment  cost  information  and  its  desire  to 
encourage  the  development  and  dis¬ 
closure  of  such  information  in  good 
faith.”  The  Commission  recognizes  that 
it  is  requiring  companies  to  disclose  data 
that  is  not  subject  to  precise  calculation. 

It  is  expected  that  there  will  be  various 
approaches  taken  in  the  preparation  and  ' 
disclosure  of  replacement  cost  data.  As 
with  other  aspects  of  the  Commission’s 
requirements  for  replacement  cost  data, 
the  Commission  will  consider  the  desir¬ 
ability  of  amending  or  eliminating  the 
proposed  rule  in  light  of  its  experience 
with  the  rule. 

The  revised  rule  would  make  it  neces¬ 
sary  for  a  person  seeking  to  establish  in 
regard  to  the  presentation  of  replace¬ 
ment  cost  data  that  there  has  been  an 
untrue  statement  of  a  material  fact;  a 
statement  false  or  misleading  with  re¬ 
spect  to  any  material  fact;  an  omission 
to  state  a  material  fact  necessary  to 
make  a  statement  not  misleading;  or 
that  there  has  been  employment  of  a 
manipulative,  deceptive,  or  fraudulent 
device,  contrivance,  scheme,  transaction, 
act,  practice,  course  of  business,  or  an 
artifice  to  defraud;  as  those  terms  are 
used  in  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  or  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1935,  or  rules  and  regulations  thereunder 
must  demonstrate  that  the  data  were 
either  (1)  prepared  without  a  reasonable 
basis  or  (2)  disclosed  in  other  than  good 
faith.  The  rule  would  apply  to  data  fur¬ 
nished  in  response  to  the  requirements 
of  Rule  3-17  (a) -(f)  or  as  further  sup¬ 
plemental  disclosure. 

Commission  Action:  The  Commission 
hereby  proposes  to  amend  §  210.3-17  of 
Part  210  of  17  CFR,  Chapter  H,  by  the 
addition  of  subsection  (g)  as  given 
below. 

§  210.3—17  Current  replaeement  cost  in- 
Tormation. 

•  #  •  •  • 

(g)  Current  replacement  cost  infor¬ 
mation  disclosed  in  accordance  with  or 
supplemental  to  the  requirements  of 
§  210.3-17  shall  be  deemed  not  to  be  an 
untrue  statement  of  a  material  fact;  a 
statement  false  or  misleading  with  re¬ 
spect  to  any  material  fact;  an  omission 
to  state  a  material  fact  necessary  to 
make  a  statement  not  misleading;  or  the 
employment  of  a  manipulative,  decep¬ 
tive,  or  fraudulent  device,  contrivance, 
scheme,  transaction,  act,  practice,  course 
of  business,  or  an  artifice  to  defraud;  as 
those  terms  are  used  in  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933,  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
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of  1934,  or  the  Public  Utility  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1935,  or  rules  and  r^- 
ulations  thereunder,  unless  such  infor¬ 
mation: 

(1)  Was  prepared  without  a  reasona¬ 
ble  basis;  or 

(2)  Was  discolsed  other  than  in  good 
faith. 

This  paragraph  (g)  is  applicable  for  re¬ 
placement  cost  disclosures  made  from 
December  25,  1976  until  July  1,  1978. 
***** 

Some  commentators  on  the  original 
proposal  stated  that  they  would  prefer 
no  rule  to  the  rule  as  origtoally  proposed. 
The  Commission  solicits  comment  on 
whether  it  would  be  preferable  to  have 
no  rule  rather  than  the  rule  proposed  in 
this  release.  It  should  be  emphasized  that 
the  Commission  has  proposed  the 
amended  rule  because  of  the  nature  of 
replacement  cost  data.  The  proposed  rule 
should  not  be  taken  as  an  indication 
of  what  the  Commission  believes  to 
be  the  appropriate  standard  in  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  a  rule,  or  what  an  appropriate 
safe  harbor  rule  would  be  for  other  types 
of  disclosures  or  activities.  - 
The  rule  provides  that  it  is  applicable 
only  for  replacement  cost  disclosures 
made  from  December  25,  1976  imtll 
July  1, 1978.  The  Commission  will  recon¬ 
sider  the  need  for  a  safe  harbor  rule 
prior  to  July  1, 1978;  however,  in  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  affirmative  action  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  the  rule  will  expire  on  that  date. 

The  Commission  has  proposed  the  fore¬ 
going  amendment  pursuant  to  its  author¬ 
ity  under  section  19(a)  (15  U.S.C.  77b) 
of  the  Seciurities  Act  of  1933,  sections  3 
(b)  and  23(a)  (1)  (15  U.S.C.  78c  and  78w) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
and  section  20  (15  U.S.C.  79t)  of  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935. 
In  addition  to  the  definitional  authority 
provided  therein,  section  19(a)  (15  U.S.C. 
77s)  of  the  Securities  Act,  section  23(a) 
(1)  (15  U.S.C.  78w)  of  the  Exchange 
Act,  and  section  20(d)  (15  U.S.C.  79t)  of 
the  Holding  Company  Act  specifically 
provide  that  no  liability  imder  those  Acts 
“shall  apply  to  any  act  done  or  omitted 
in  good  faith  in  conformity”  with  any 
rule  or  regulation  of  the  Commission. 

Pursuant  to  section  23(a)(2)  of  the 
Exchange  Act,  the  Commission  has  con¬ 
sidered  the  effect  that  the  proposed 
amendment  would  have  on  competition 
and  is  not  aware,  at  this  time,  of  any 
burden  that  such  amendment,  if  adopted, 
would  impose  on  competition  not  neces^ 
sary  or  appropriate  in  furtherance  of  the 
purposes  of  that  Act.  However,  the  Com¬ 
mission  specifically  Invites  comment  as 
to  the  anticompetitive  effects,  if  any, 
the  proposal  likely  would  engender. 

All  interested  persons  are  Invited  to 
submit  their  views  and  comments  on  the 
foregoing  proposal,  in  writing,  to  Georee 
A.  Fitzsimmons,  Secretary.  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20549,  on  or  before  November  12, 
1976.  Such  communications  should  refer 


PROPOSED  RULES 

to  File  No.  S7-623  and  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection. 

By  the  Commissi(m. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

October  7,  1976. 

[FB  Doc.76-^167  PUed  10-13-76:8:46  am] 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

[38 CFR  Parts] 

VETERANS  BENEFITS  ^ 
Recoupment  of  Severance  Pay 

The  Administrator  of  Veterans  Affairs 
proposes  regulatory  changes  to  Part  3  of 
Title  38,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  re¬ 
lating  to  recognizing  the  date  of  a  phys¬ 
ical  examination  as  a  date  of  claim  and 
waiver  of  military  retired  pay. 

Certain  members  of  the  Armed  Forces 
who  are  disabled  may  be  placed  on  the 
TDRL  (Temporary  Disability  Retired 
List)  for  up  to  5  years  imtil  the  extent  of 
their  disablement  can  be  ascertained. 
These  persons  receive  retired  pay  while 
on  the  TDRL.  If  they  elect,  they  may 
waive  retired  pay  and  receive  compensa¬ 
tion.  If  their  disablement  is  later  found 
to  be  permanent  and  less  than  30  percent 
disabling,  they  may  be  removed  from  the 
TDRL  and  given  severance  pay  in  lieu  of 
retired  pay. 

The  law  (10  U.S.C.  1212(c))  requires 
that  the  amount  of  severance  pay  re¬ 
ceived  by  a  veteran  be  deducted  from  any 
Veterans  Administration  disability  com¬ 
pensation  that  the  veteran  is  entitled  to 
for  the  same  disability.  For  example,  if 
severance  pay  is  $3250  and  Veterans  Ad¬ 
ministration  disability  compensation  for 
the  same  disability  is  $65  monthly,  the 
veteran  could  not  begin  to  actually  re¬ 
ceive  the  $65  monthly  compensation 
until  the  $3250  had  been  recouped  which 
would  take  50  months. 

Some  veterans  qp  the  TDRL  elect  to 
waive  all  or  part  of  their  retired  pay  to 
receive  Veterans  Administration  com¬ 
pensation.  In  these  cases  recoupment  of 
severance  pay  begins  just  as  soon  as  the 
Veterans  Administration  receives  notice 
from  the  service  department  that  the 
veteran  was  removed  from  the  TDRL. 
Other  veterans  file  for  Veterans  Adminis¬ 
tration  disability  compensation  but  do 
not  waive  retired  pay.  Their  claims  must 
be  disallowed.  If  one  of  these  veterans  is 
subsequently  removed  from  the  TDRL 
and  awarded  severance  pay,  recoupment 
may  not  begin  until  the  date  the  Veterans 
Administration  receives  a  reopened  claim 
from  the  veteran.  Although  the  Veterans 
Administration  does  solicit  a  reopened 
claim,  considerable  delay  can  result  be¬ 
fore  the  claim  is  filed  for  a  variety  of 
reasons  l.e.,  the  veteran’s  address  may  not 
be  current;  the  veteran  may  fail  to 
understand  our  instructions;  etc. 

In  order  that  recoupment  of  severance 
pay  may  begin  in  every  case  without  de¬ 
lay,  it  is  proposed  to  amend  §  3.157  of 
Title  38,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  to 
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consider  the  date  of  the  physical  exam¬ 
ination  which  is  the  basis  for  granting 
severance  pay  as  of  the  date  of  receipt  of 
a  reopened  claim.  A  retired  member  of 
the  Armed  Forces  is  not  removed  from 
the  TDRL  without  a  current  physical 
examination.  Use  of  the  date  of  this 
examination  as  date  of  claim  will  end  the 
disparate  treatment  in  the  recoupment 
of  severance  pay  between  those  persons 
on  the  TDRL  who  waived  retired  pay 
and  those  who  did  not.  Furthermore,  this 
proposal  is  clearly  consistent  with  the 
intent  of  5  3.157  which  currently  permits 
use  of  the  date  of  an  examination  or  hos¬ 
pital  report  to  reopen  a  compensation 
claim  which  was  disallowed  because  of 
receipt  of  military  retired  pay. 

As  previously  indicated,  concurrent 
payment  of  military  retired  pay  and  Vet¬ 
erans  Administration  compensation  or 
pension  is  projiibited.  (38  U.S.C.  3104; 
38  CFR  3.750)  A  person  who  is  entitled 
to  both  benefits  may  receive  up  to  the 
maximum  amoimt  payable  imder  one  of 
the  programs.  The  law  permits  a  veteran 
to  waive  all  or  part  of  his  or  her  military 
retired  pay  to  receive  compensation  or 
pension.  (38  U.S.C.  3105;  38  CFR  3.750) 
The  Veterans  Administration  cannot 
grant  an  application  for  disability  com¬ 
pensation  or  pension  until  the  veteran 
files  a  waiver  of  retired  pay  with  the  ap¬ 
propriate  service  department.  The  re¬ 
tiree  benefits  from  such  a  waiver  be¬ 
cause  Veterans  Administration  benefits 
are  not  taxable  as  income  while  some 
or  all  of  the  military  retired  pay  may  be 
subject  to  taxation. 

When  the  Veterans  Administration  re¬ 
ceives  a  claim  for  compensation  or  pen¬ 
sion  from  a  veteran  receiving  military 
retired  pay  the  Veterans  Administration 
makes  a  determination  of  entitlement.  If 
favorable,  the  veteran  is  told  the  amount 
payable  after  waiver  of  military  retired 
pay  and  is  sent  a  waiver  form.  If  the  vet¬ 
eran  wishes  to  receive  Veterans  Admin¬ 
istration  benefits  he  or  she  returns  the 
completed  waiver  form  to  the  Veterans 
Administration.  The  Veterans  Adminis¬ 
tration  notes  the  amount  of  Veterans 
Administration  benefits  payable  to  the 
veteran  on  the  waiver  form  and  then 
sends  the  waiver  form  to  the  appropri¬ 
ate  service  department.  The  service  de¬ 
partment  then  notifies  the  Veterans  Ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  date  of  reduction  of 
military  retired  pay.  Veterans  Adminis¬ 
tration  payments  are  authorized  to  begin 
the  date  of  reduction  of  military  retired 
pay.  This  prohibits  duplicate  payment. 
(Sometimes  a  veteran  will  file  the  waiver 
form  together  with  the  Veterans  Admin¬ 
istration  application.  In  these  cases  the 
waiver  form  is  immediately  sent  to  the 
service  department  after  a  favorable 
entitlement  determination.) 

Generally,  only  amounts  actually  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  Veterans  Administration 
are  considered  to  be  non-taxable  by  the 
Internal  Revenue  Service.  The  fact  that 
a  Veterans  Administration  entitlement 
decision  Is  retroactive  is  immaterial  if 
during  such  retroactive  period  the  vet- 
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eran  received  military  retired  pay.  A 
speedy  processing  of  the  waiver  is,  there¬ 
fore.  essential  to  promptly  secure  for  the 
veteran  the  tax  free  status  of  Veterans 
Administration  benefits. 

Some  delay  in  waiving  retired  pay  re¬ 
sults  from  the  necessity  of  sending  to 
the  veteran  written  notification  of  Vet¬ 
erans  Administration  entitlement  and 
the  waiver  form.  To  eliminate  this  delay 
it  is  proposed  to  amend  §  3.750  of  Title 
38.  Code  of  Federal  Regu^tions  to  pro¬ 
vide  that  a  Veterans  Administration  ap¬ 
plication  for  compensation  or  pension 
filed  by  a  veteran  in  receipt  of  military 
retired  pay  will  be  considered  a  waiver 
of  so  much  of  his  or  her  retired  pay  as 
Is  equal  in  amount  to  the  compensation 
or  pension  to  which  he  or  she  is  entitled. 
This  will  permit  the  Veterans  Adminis¬ 
tration  to  immediately  notify  the  service 
department  of  the  amount  of  Veterans 
Administration  benefits  payable  after 
the  entitlement  determination  has  been 
made.  Veterans  who  for  one  reason  or 
another  do  not  want  their  application  to 
be  considered  as  a  waiver  may  so  indi¬ 
cate  on  the  Veterans  Administration  ap¬ 
plication  form.  These  cases  will  then  be 
handled  in  the  current  manner  i.e.,  the 
veteran  \^1  be  sent  written  notice  of  the 
amount  of  Veterans  Administration 
benefits  payable  and  a  waiver  form. 

Minor  editorial  changes  have  been 
made  indicate  that  the  provisions  of 
§§3.750  and  3.751  of  Title  38,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  apply  equally  to 
male  and  female  veterans. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments,  suggestions  or 
objections  regarding  the  proposal  to  the 
Administrator  of  Veterans  Affairs 
(271  A),  Veterans  Administration,  810 
Vermont  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington  D.C. 
20420.  All  relevant  material  received  be¬ 
fore  November  15,  1976,  will  be  con¬ 
sidered.  All  comments  received  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
above  address  only  between  the  hours  of 
8  am  and  4:30  pm  Monday  through  Fri¬ 
day  (except  holidays) ,  during  the  men¬ 
tioned  30-day  period  and  for  10  days 
thereafter.  Any  person  visiting  Central 


Office  for  the  purpose  of  inspecting  any 
such  comments  will  be  received  by  the 
Central  Office  Veterans  Services  Unit  In 
Room  132.  Such  visitors  to  any  VA  field 
station  will  be  informed  that  the  rec¬ 
ords  are  available  for  inspection  only  to 
Central  Office  and  furnished  the  address 
and  the  above  room  number. 

Notice  is  given  that  these  changes  will . 
be  effective  date  of  final  approval. 

The  economic  and  inflationary  impacts 
have  been  evaluated  in  accordance  with 
OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Approved:  October  8,  1976. 

By  direction  of  the  Administrator. 

Odell  W.  Vaughn, 
Deputy  Administrator. 

1.  In  §3.157,  paragraph  (b)(1)  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  3.157  Report  of  examination  or  hos¬ 
pitalization  as  claim  for  increase  or 
to  reopen. 

*  •  *  «  • 

(b)  Claim.  •  *  * 

(1)  Report  of  examination  or  hospi¬ 
talization  by  Veterans  Administration  or 
uniformed  services.  The  date  of  outpa¬ 
tient  or  hospital  examination  or  date 
of  admission  to  a  Veterans  Administra¬ 
tion  or  uniformed  services  hospital  will 
be  accepted  as  the  date  of  receipt  of  a 
claim.  The  date  of  a  imiformed  service 
examination  which  is  the  basis  for 
granting  severance  pay  to  a  former 
member  of  the  Artned  Forces  on  the 
temporary  disability  retired  list  will  be 
accepted  as  the  date  of  receipt  of  claim. 
The  date  of  admission  to  a  non-Vet- 
erans  Administration  hospital  where  a 
veteran  was  maintained  at  Veterans 
Administration  expense  will  be  accepted 
as  the  date  of  receipt  of  a  claim,  if  Vet¬ 
erans  Administration  maintenance  was 
previously  authorized;  but  if  Veterans 
Administration  maintenance  was  au¬ 
thorized  subsequent  to  admission,  Uie 
date  the  Veterans  Administration  re¬ 
ceived  notice  of  admission  will  be 
accepted. 


2. '  In  §  3.750.  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c) 
are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  3.750  Retirement  pay. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(b)  Election.  A  veteran  entitled  to  re¬ 
tirement  pay  as  well  as  pension  or  com¬ 
pensation  may  elect  which  of  the  bene¬ 
fits  he  or  she  desires  to  receive.  An  ^ec- 
ticm  of  retiremrat  pay  does  not  bar  him 
or  her  frcan  making  a  subsequent  elec¬ 
tion  of  the  other  benefit  to  which  he 
or  she  is  entitled.  An  election  filed  within 
1  year  from  the  date  of  notification  of 
Veterans  Administration  entitlement 
will  be  considered  as  “timely  filed”  for 
the  purpose  of  §  3.401(e)  (1) .  If  the  Vet¬ 
eran  is  incompetent  the  1-year  period 
will  begin  on  the  date  notification  is 
sent  to  the  next  friend  or  fiduciary.  In 
initial  determinations,  elections  may  be 
applied  retroactively  If  the  claimant  was 
not  advised  of  his  or  her  right  of  elec¬ 
tion  and  the  effect  thereof. 

(c)  Waiver.  A  person  specified  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  may  re¬ 
ceive  pension  or  compensation  upon  fil¬ 
ing  with  the  service  department  con¬ 
cerned  a  waiver  of  so  much  of  his  (or 
her)  retirement  pay  as  is  equal  in 
amount  to  the  pension  or  compensation 
to  which  he  (or  she)  Is  entitl^.  In  the 
absence  of  a  specific  statement  to  the 
contrary,  the  filing  of  an  application 
for  cc«npensation  or. pension  by  a  vet¬ 
eran  entitled  to  retirement  pay  consti¬ 
tutes  such  a  waiver.  (38  U.S.C.  3105) 

3.  Section  3.751  Is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  3.751  Statutory  award.*;  retired  service 
personnel. 

Retired  Regtilar  and  Reserve  officers 
and  enlisted  personnel  are  not  entitled 
to  statutory  awards  of  disabUity  com¬ 
pensation  from  the  Veterans  'Adminis¬ 
tration  in  addition  to  their  retirement 
pay.  However,  imder  §  3.750(c),  eligible 
persons  may  waive  an  amount  equal  to 
the  basic  disability  compensation  and 
any  statutory  award  otherwise  payable 
by  the  Veterans  Administration. 

[PR  Doc.76-30170  Piled  10-13-76:8:46  amj 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  doeuments  other  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices 
of  hearings  and  investigations,  committee  meetings,  ageitcy  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications 
aitd  agency  statements  of  organization  and  functiorts  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

[Public  Notice  503] 

CERTAIN  FOREIGN  PASSPORTS 
Validity 

El  Salvador,  Libya,  the  State  of  Qatar 
and  the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Re- 
pubhcs  (Seamen  only)  are  added  to,  and 
Viet-Nam  is  deleted  from  the  list  of 
countries  which  have  entered  into  agree¬ 
ments  with  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  whereby  their  passports 
are  recognized  as  valid  for  the  return  of 
the  bearer  to  the  country  of  the  foreign- 
issuing  authority  for  a  period  of  at  least 
six  months  beyond  the  expiration  date 
specified  in  the  passport. 

This  notice  amends  Public  Notice  375 
of  January  10,  1973  (38  FR  1224) . 

Dated:  September  22,  1976. 

Leonard  F.  Walentynowicz, 
Administrator,  Bureau  of 
Security  and  Consular  Affairs, 

(FR  Doc.76-30027  Piled  10-13-76;8:45  am] 


[Public  Notice  CM-6/110] 

SHIPPING  COORDINATING  COMMITTEE, 

SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  SAFETY  OF  UFE  AT 

SEA 

Meeting 

The  working  group  on  carriage  of  dan¬ 
gerous  goods  of  the  Subcommittee  on 
Safety  of  Life  at  Sea,  a  subcommittee  of 
the  Shipping  Coordinating  Committee, 
will  hold  an  open  meeting  at  9:30  a.m. 
on  Tuesday,  November  9,  1976,  in  Room 
8236  of  the  Department  of  Transporta- 
tUm,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  will  be  to 
discuss: 

(1)  the  Report  of  the  26th  Session  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  Carriage  of  Dangerous 
Goods  of  the  Intergovernmental  Maritime 
Consultative  Organization  (IMCO),  held  In 
London  July  5-9,  1976; 

(2)  U.S.  positions  on  matters  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  at  the  27th  Session  of  the  IMCO 
Subcommittee  on  Carriage  of  Dangerous 
Goods; 

(3)  matters  to  be  considered  by  the  IMCO 
ad  hoc  group  on  lire  safety  measures  for 
ships  carrying  dangerous  goods;  and 

(4)  progress  of  IMCO  activities  of  a  con¬ 

tinuing  nature  such  as  Implementation  of 
the  International  Maritime  Dangerous 
Goods  (IMDO)  Code.  ^ 

Requests  for  further  informsttion  on 
the  meeting  should  be  directed  to  Cap¬ 
tain  C.  E.  Mathieu,  United  States  Coast 
Guard.  He  may  be  reached  by  telephone 
on  (area  code  202)  426-2296. 


The  Chairman  will  entertain  com¬ 
ments  from  the  pubUc  as  time  permits. 

Carl  Taylor,  Jr., 

,  Acting  Director. 

Office  of  Maritime  Affairs. 

October  5,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-30028  Piled  10-13-76;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Bureau  of  Alcojtol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
GRANTING  OF  RELIEF 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  18  U.S.C.  section  925(c)  the  follow¬ 
ing  named  persons  have  been  granted 
relief  from  disabilities  imposed  by  Fed¬ 
eral  laws  with  respect  to  acquisition, 
transfer,  receipt,  shipment  or  possession 
of  firearms  incurred  by  reason  of  their 
convictions  of  crimes  punishable  by  im¬ 
prisonment  for  a  term  exceeding  one 
year. 

It  has  been  established  to  my  satis¬ 
faction  that  the  circumstr.nces  regard¬ 
ing  the  convictions  of  each  appUcant’s 
record  and  reputation  are  such  that  the 
applicants  will  not  be  likely  to  act  in 
a  manner  dangerous  to  public  safety, 
and  that  the  granting  oi  the  relief  will 
not  be  dangerous  to  the  public  interest. 

Akins,  Harold  L.,  5012  2nd  Avenue,  North, 
Birmingham,  Alabama,  convicted  on 
March  8,  1973,  in  the  Criminal  Court  of 
Record,  Jefferson  County,  Alabama. 
Andrews,  Jones  Kent,  Route  1,  Box  76, 
Sparta,  North  Carolina,  convicted  on  Oc¬ 
tober  19,  1970,  in  the  United  States  Dis¬ 
trict  Court,  Middle  District,  North  Caro¬ 
lina. 

Bachman,  Garl  G.,  RR  No.  1,  Armstrong, 
Iowa,  convicted  on  or  about  April  24,  1972, 
in  the  Wright  County  District  Court, 
Iowa. 

Balkcom,  Walter  R.,  12190  Stoepel,  Detroit, 
Michigan,  convicted  on  January  9,  1968,  in 
the  Recorder’s  Court  of  Detroit,  Michigan. 
Bunde,  Eugene  R.,  RB  Box  83T7,  Spirit  Lake, 
Iowa,  convicted  on  September  3,  1968,  and 
on  February  2.  1960,  in  the  Circuit  Court, 
Codington  County,  South  Dakota. 

Cline,  Kenneth  Albert,  Box  121,  105  West 
Ash,  Pond  Creek,  Oklahoma,  convicted  on 
May  23,  1968,  in  the  United  States  District 
Court,  Western  District,  Oklahoma. 
Corbett,  Michael  William.  3815  Port  Street. 
Omaha^  Nebraska,  convicted  on  September 
16,  1968,  in  the  District  Court,  Douglas 
County,  Omaha,  Nebraska. 

Corral,  Max  L.,  630  N.  Chelan  Street,  Wenat¬ 
chee,  Washington,  convicted  on  July  31, 
1956,  and  on'  December  29.  1959,  in  the 
Superior  Court,  Chelan  County,  State  of 
Washington. 

Crawford,  Dennis  E.,  Route  1,  Box  544A, 
Lot  No.  29,  Bluefleld,  West  Virginia,  con¬ 
victed  on  February  22,  1972,  in  the  United 
States  District  Court,  Eastern  District  of 
North  Carolina. 


Denney,  Harold  C.,  School  House  Hill  Road, 
Gilford,  New  Hampshire,  convicted  on 
August  25,  1949,  in  the  Carroll  County 
Superior  Court,  New  Hampshire. 

Dodson,  Lonnie  E.,  Jr.,  Route  1,  Box  101, 
Reedville,  Virginia,  convicted  on  March 
14,  1972,  in  the  Circuit  Court  of  North¬ 
umberland  County,  Virginia. 

Dryke,  Robert  C.,  1225  East  Front  Street, 
Port  Angeles,  Washington,  convicted  on 
May  1,  1974,  in  the  Superior  Court,  Clal¬ 
lam  County,  Washington. 

Durbin,  Henry  E.,  RR  4.  Box  670,  Corydort, 
Indiana,  convicted  on  Devember  27,  1960, 
in  the  Harrison  Circuit  Court,  Corydon, 
Indiana;  and  on  October  24,  1963,  in  the 
Circuit  Court  of  Crawford  County,  Indiana. 

Endres,  Richard  William,  1464  Presidential 
Lane,  Madison,  Wisconsin,  convicted  on 
July  14,  1960,  on  November  17,  1961,  on 
March  7,  1966,  and  on  January  10,  1969, 
in  the  Circuit  Court.  Dane  County,  Madi¬ 
son,  Wisconsin. 

Farlg,  Robert  Edward,  Box  205,  Houstonla, 
Missouri,  convicted  on  October  6,  1936, 
in  the  Circuit  Co\nrt,  Saline  County,  Mis¬ 
souri. 

Foust,  Michael  A.,  P.O.  Box  146,  Malta,  Ohio, 
convicted  on  February  11,  1972,  in  the 
United  States  District  Court,  Southern 
District  of  Ohio,  Eastern  Division,  Colum¬ 
bus.  Ohio. 

Garllng,  Robert  W.,  335  Knapman  Street, 
Sequlm,  Washington,  convicted  on  or 
about  l^ptember  30,  1932,  and  on  Janu¬ 
ary  19,  1939,  in  the  Superior  Court  of  the 
State  of  Washington,  King  County. 

Genest,  Ferd  H.,  31184  Brae  Bum,  No.  5, 
Hayward,  California,  convicted  on  May  23, 
1963,  in  the  Superior  Coiurt,  Sacramento, 
County,  California. 

Gershon,  Sidney,  2076  S.  Van  Ness  Street, 
Santa  Ana,  California,  convicted  on  June 
21,  1971,  in  the  District  Court  of  Taylor 
County,  104th  Judicial  District,  Texas. 

Gerth,  Rodney  E.,  16210  English  Road,  Man¬ 
chester,  Mlchi^n,  convicted  on  January 
26,  1973,  in  the  Circuit  Court  for  Kent 
County,  Grand  Rapids,  Michigan. 

Glenn,  Louis  E.,  10721  South  Wentworth 
Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois,  convicted  on 
June  4,  1937,  in  Evansville,  Indiana,  and 
on  March  29,  1940,  in  the  Circuit  Court, 
Marion  County,  Indianapolis,  Indiana. 

Gorton,  Robert  E.,  P.O.  Box  564,  Kodiak, 
Alaska,  convicted  on  May  19.  1950,  in  the 
Superior  Court,  Skagit  Coxmty,  State  of 
Washington. 

Grace,  Benjamin  F.,  Sr.,  712  W.  Whitley 

'  Street,  Churubusco,  Indiana,  convicted  on 
March  9, 1960,  in  the  Whitley  Circuit  Court, 
Whitley  County,  Indiana. 

Cray,  Richard  M..  3341  Squirrel  Road,  Bloom¬ 
field  Hills,  Michigan,  convicted  on  Septem¬ 
ber  13,  1972,  in  the  United  States  District 
Coiurt  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Michigan, 
Southern  Division. 

Grey,  Glen  E.,  Route  2,  Logan,  Oklahoma, 
convicted  on  July  IS,  1969,  in  the  United 
States  District  Court,  Southern  District  of 
Mississippi. 

Gunn,  Gordon  W.,  Route  1,  Box  208,  Carters- 
ville,  Virginia,  convicted  on  or  about  Febru¬ 
ary  8,  1960,  in  the  Circuit  Court,  Henrico 
County,  Virginia. 
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Hocheder,  John,  Jr.,  1901  Strlngton  Road, 
Sparks,  Maryland,  convicted  on  October  18, 
1974,  in  the  United  States  District  Court, 
Maryland. 

Holmes.  Gerald  L.,  4362  Shorewood  Drive,  . 
Cheaspeake,  Virginia,  convicted  on  June  30, 
1964,  in  the  Circuit  Court  (Corporation 
Coxirt) ,  City  of  Norfolk,  Virginia. 

Jordan,  Bruce  F.,  Route  1,  Box  623,  Wisconsin 
Rapids,  Wisconsin,  convicted  on  June  29, 
1971,  in  the  Bau  Claire  County  Court,  Eau 
Claire  County,  Wisconsin. 

Kaiser,  WUliam,  6616  North  11th  Street, 
Phoenix,  Arizona,  convicted  on  Novem¬ 
ber  27,  1973,  in  the  United  States  District 
Coiu-t,  Neva^. 

Ketterman,  Georgia  M.,  1106  E.  108th  Street, 
Indianapolis,  Indiana,  convicted  on  July  29, 
1966,  in  the  City  Court  of  Crawfordsville, 
Indiana. 

Latham,  John  T.,  4146  Wittfield,  Indianap¬ 
olis,  Indians,  convicted  on  July  16,  1963, 
in  the  Ck^iminal  Court  of  Marion  County, 
Indiana. 

McCracken,  Earl  G.,  11920  Carney,  Warren, 
Michigan,  convicted  on  March  12,  1964,  in 
the  Recorder’s  Coiirt,  Detroit,  Michigan. 
McDonald,  Michael  J.,  7707  Trammell  Road, 
Annandale,  Virginia,  convicted  on  June  6, 
1968,  in  the  Circuit  Court  of  Augusta 
Coimty,  Virginia. 

McMahan,  Roy  M.,  2629  Skidmore  Road, 
Greensburg,  Pennsylvania,  convicted  on 
November  20,  1969,  in  the  Westmoreland 
County  Comt,  Pennsylvania. 

McNamara,  James  Austin,  Jr.,  604  South  Jef¬ 
ferson,  Sioux  Falls,  South  Dakota,  con¬ 
victed  on  December  21,  1960,  and  on  May 
13,  1963,  in  the  Circuit  Court,  Second  Ju¬ 
dicial  District,  Minnehaha  Uounty,  Sioux 
Falls,  South  Dakota. 

Merts,  Neil  W..  2323  Boylston  Avenue  E.,  No. 
2,  Seattle,  Washington,  convicted  on 
March  26, 1974,  in  the  Superior  Comi;,  Clal¬ 
lam  County,  Washington. 

Mieczkowski,  Bemadine  J.,  102  Beechwood 
Boulevard,  Wlntersville,  Ohio,  convicted  on 
July  20,  1971,  in  the  United  States  Dis¬ 
trict  Court,  Southern  District  of  Ohio, 
Eastern  Division. 

Miec^owski,  Thomas  M.,  102  Beechwood 
Boulevard,  Wlntersville,  Ohio,  convicted  on 
July  20,  1971,  in  the  United  States  District 
Court,  Southern  District  of  Ohio,  Eastern 
’  Division. 

Mumford,  Richard  A.,  2081  Clover  Street, 
Siml  Valley,  California,  convicted  on  July 
17,  1968,  and  on  July  26,  1972,  in  the 
Superior  Court  of  the  State  of  California 
for  the  County  of  Los  Angeles. 

Piper,  John  R.,  Route  2,  Edinburg,  Indiana, 
convicted  on  January  26,  1967,  in  the  Bar¬ 
tholomew  County  Circuit  Court,  Columbiis, 
Indiana. 

Posko,  Kenneth  William,  606 .  North  Lake- 
wood  Avenue,  Baltimore,  Maryland,  con¬ 
victed  on  May  10,  1963,  and  on  November  1, 
1963,  in  the  Criminal  Court  of  Baltimore, 
Maryland. 

Putt,  Lloyd  E.,  RR  #1,  Cottage  237,  Lake  of 
the  Woods.  Hudson,  Indiana,  convicted  on 
March  6, 1929,  in  the  Indiana  Circuit  Court, 
Allen  County,  Indiana;  and  on  August  9, 
1933,  in  the  Indiana  Superior  Coiu-t,  Knox 
Coiinty,  Indiana. 

Rlnderknecht,  Bernard  F.,  19405  Woodinvllle- 
Duvall  Road,  Woodinville,  Washington, 
convicted  on  February  26,  1973,  in  the 
Superior  Court  of  the  State  of  Washington, 
County  of  King,  Washington. 

Schmlt,  David  L.,  1126  Bauch  Street,  Water¬ 
loo,  Iowa,  convicted  on  December  29,  1971, 
in  the  District  Court,  Mower  County, 
Austin,  Minnesota. 

Shwachman.  Bernard  M.,  26  Frederickson 
Drive.  Randolph,  Massachusetts,  convicted 
on  April  14. 1968,  in  the  United  States  Dis¬ 
trict  Court,  District  of  Massachusetts,  Bos¬ 
ton,  Massachusetts. 


Skidmore.  Oliver  W.,  1562  N.  Chevrolet  Ave¬ 
nue,  Flint,  Michigan,  convicted  on  or  about 
July  3,  1929,  in  the  Juvenile  Court,  Akron. 
Ohio;  and  on  or  about  August  24,  1931,  In 
the  Juvenile  Court,  Akron,  Ohio. 

Smith,  Sharon  A.,  1112  Avenue  D,  Bismarck, 
North  Dakota,  convicted  on  or  about  Au¬ 
gust  22,  1972,  in  the  District  Court,  Fourth 
Judicial  District,  Burleigh  County,  North 
Dakota. 

Stamper,  William  S.,  Route  2,  Box  1660,  Port 
Angeles,  Washington,  convicted  on  May  19, 

1970,  in  the  Superior  Court,  Clallam 
County,  Washington. 

Stanger,  John  R..  Jr.,  4627  SE  74th,  Portland, 
Oregon,  convicted  on  Avigust  16,  1963,  In 
the  Superior  Coxirt  of  the  State  of  Wash¬ 
ington,  Spokane,  Washington. 

Starnes,  James  W.,  4166  Rocky  Pace  Drive, 
Douglasvllle,  Georgia,  convicted  on 
March  7,  1960,  in  the  Pulton  Superior 
Court.  Fulton  County,  Georgia. 

Sutherland,  Thomas  W.,  6903  Danny  Kaye, 
#1704,  San  Antonio,  Texas,  convicted  on 
September  14,  1970,  in  the  Thirty-Fourth 
District  Court  of  El  Paso  County,  Texas. 
Weinstein,  Harry,  30060  Wildbrook,  South- 
field,  Michigan,  convicted  on  June  20,  1938, 
in  the  Wayne  County  Circuit  Court,  De¬ 
troit,  Michigan. 

Whittlesey,  Henry  E.,  2013  King  Street,  Bell¬ 
ingham,  Washington,  convicted  on  April  28, 

1971,  in  the  Superior  Coiu^,  Kitsap  County, 
Slate  of  Washington. 

WlUlts,  Richard  A.,  3535  N.  Cole  Road,  Boise, 
Idaho,  convicted  on  or  about  October  23, 
1973,  in  the  District  Court  of  the  First 
Judicial  District,  Box  Elder  County,  Utah. 
Woods,  Thomas  F.,  4730  Evans  Avenue,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois,  convicted  on  January  6. 1963, 
in  the  Circuit  Coiut,  Cook  County,  Chicago, 
Illinois. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  21st 
day  of  September  1976. 

RexD.  Davis, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Alcohol. 

Tobacco  and  Firearms. 
[FR  Doc .76-30064  Piled  10^13-76:8:45  am) 

Internal  Revenue  Service 
[Order  No.  169) 

REQUESTS  FOR  VARIANCE  FROM  MINI¬ 
MUM  FUNDING  STANDARDS  (IRC 
412(d)) 

Delegatoin  Order 

Pursuant  to  authority  vested  in  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  by 
Treasury  Department  Order  150-37 
dated  March  17,  1955,  there  is  hereby 
delegated  to  the  Assisteuit  Commissioner 
(Employee  Plans/Exempt  Organizations) 
and  the  Director,  Actuarial  Division,  the 
authority  to: 

(1)  Waive  the  minimum  funding 
standards  under  IRC  412  in  accordance 
with  subsection  (d)  thereof,  and 

(2)  perform  the  corresponding  duties 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  imder 
section  303  of  the  Employee  Retirement 
Income  Security  Act  of  1974  (ERISA) 
with  respect  to  the  minimum  funding 
standards  under  ERISA  section  302. 

The  authority  delegated  herein  may 
not  be  redelegated. 

Effective  date:  October  6, 1976. 

Donald  C.  Alexander, 
Commissioner. 
[PR  Doc.7e-30165  Piled  10-13-76:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 
OfRce  of  the  Secretary 
WAGE  COMMITTEE 
Closed  Meetings 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
10  of  Pub..L.  92-463,  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  effective  January  5, 1973, 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  meeting  of 
the  Department  of  Defense  Wage  Com¬ 
mittee  will  be  h6Id  on  Tuesday,  Decem¬ 
ber  7, 1976;  Tuesday,  December  14, 1976; 
Tuesday,  December  21, 1976  and  Tuesday, 
December  28,  1976  at  9:45  a.m.  in  Room 
1E801,  The  Pentagon,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Committee’s  primary  responsi¬ 
bility  is  to  consider  and  submit  recom¬ 
mendations  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Defense  (Manpower  and  Reserve  Affairs) 
concerning  all  matters  Involved  in  the 
develojNnent  and  authorization  of  wage 
schedules  for  Federal  prevailing  rate  em¬ 
ployees  pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-392.  At 
this  meeting,  the  Committee  will  con¬ 
sider  wage  survey  specifications,  wage 
survey  data,  local  wage  survey  committee 
reports  and  recommendations,  and  wage 
schedules  derived  therefrom.  _ 

Under  the  provisions  of  section  10(d) 
of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  meetings  may  be  closed 
to  the  public  when  they  are  concerned 
with  matters  listed  in  section  552(b)  of 
Title  5,  United  States  Code.  Two  of  the 
matters  so  listed  are  those  related  solely 
to  the  internal  personnel  rules  and  prac¬ 
tices  of  an  agency,  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (2) ) 
and  those  involving  trade  secrets  and 
commercial  or  financial  information  ob¬ 
tained  from  a  p>erson  and  privileged  or 
confidential  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)(4)). 

Accordingly,  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense  (Civilian  Person¬ 
nel  Policy)  hereby  determines  that  this 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public  be¬ 
cause  the  matters  considered  are  related 
to  the  internal  rules  and  practices  of 
the  Department  of  Defense  (5  U.S.C.  552 
(b)  (2) ) ,  and  the  detailed  wage  data  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Committee  during  its 
meetings  have  been  obtained  from  ofiQ- 
cials  of  private  establishments  with  a 
guarantee  that  the  data  will  be  held  in 
coii.~dence  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (4) ) . 

However,  members  of  the  public  who 
may  wish  to  do  so  are  invited  to  submit 
material  in  writing  to  the  Chairman  con¬ 
cerning  matters  believed  to  be  deserv’- 
ing  of  the  Committee’s  attention.  Ad¬ 
ditional  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  by  contacting 
the  Chairman,  Department  of  Defense 
Wage  Committee,  Room  3D281,  The 
Pentagon,  Washington,  D.C. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives  OASD  (.Comptroller) . 

October  8, 1976. 

[PR  Doc.76-30066  Filed  10-18-76:8:45  »ml 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration 

CONTROLLED  SUBSTANCES  IN 
SCHEDULES  I  AND  II 

Final  1976  Aggregate  Production  Quota — 
Ditiydrocodeintf* 

Section  306  of  the  Comprehensive  Drug 
Abuse  Prevention  and  Control  Act  of 
1970  (21  U.S.C.  826)  requires  the  At¬ 
torney  General  to  establish  aggregate 
production  quotas  for  all  controlled  sub¬ 
stances  in  Schedules  I  and  n  each  year. 
This  responsibility  has  been  delegated  to 
the  Administrator  of  the  Drug  Elnforce- 
ment  Administration  pursuant  to  §  0.100 
of  Title  28  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations. 

On  August  19.  1976,  a  notice  of  the 
proposed  revised  aggregate  production 
quota  for  1976  for  Dihydroc^eine  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (41 
FR  35080).  All  interested  parties  were 
invited  to  comment  or  object  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  aggregate  production  quota  on  or 
befCM'e  September  20, 1976.  No  comments 
or  objections  were  received. 

Therefore,  under  the  authority  vested 
in  the  Attorney  General  by  Section  306 
of  the  Comprehensive  Drug  Abuse  Pre¬ 
vention  and  Control  Act  of  1970  (21 
U.S.C.  826),  and  delegated  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration  by  §  0.100  of  Title  28  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration  hereby  orders  that  the 
aggregate  production  quota  for  the  con¬ 
trolled  substance  listed  below,  expressed 
in  grams  of  anhydrous  base,  be  estimated 
as  follows: 

Basic  class:  Issued  1976 

Dlhydrocodelne _  593, 000 

This  order  is  effective  on  October  14, 
1976. 

Dated:  October  6, 1976. 

Peter  B.  Bensinger, 

Administrator, 

Drug  Enforcement  AdminiMration. 

[FR  Doc.76-30173  Filed  10-13-76;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Mines 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  COAL  MINE 
SAFETY  RESEARCH 

Subcommittee  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Pub.  L.  92-463  that  a  subcommittee 
meeting  of  the  Advisory  Committee  on 
Coal  Mine  Safety  Research  will  be  held 
on  November  1,  1976,  commencing  at 
9:00  a.m.  in  the  Columbia  Plaza  OfBce 
Building,  Room  9062,  2401  E  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20241. 

The  subcommittee  of  the  Advisory 
Cmnmittee  on  Coal  Mine  Safety  Re¬ 
search  will  meet  with  Bureau  of  Mines 
officials  to  discuss  the  Bureau’s  5 -Tear 
Plan  and  fiscal  year  1978  allocations.  The 
fiscal  year  1979  program  input  needed 
from  the  committee  and  the  Mining  En¬ 
forcement  and  Safety  Administration 
(MESA)  will  also  be  discussed.  The  meet¬ 


ing  Is  open  to  the  public.  Space  will  be 
provided  for  approximately  ten  persons 
other  than  subcommittee  members.  Fol¬ 
lowing  is  a  list  of  the  subcommittee  mem¬ 
bership: 

Dr.  M.  Dayne  Aldridge —  Chairman 
Dr.  John  V.  Orlmaldl — Member 
Mr.  Ralph  C.  Beerbower — ^Member 
Mr.  Louis  Himter — Member 

.  Agenda 

9:00  a.m _  FT  78  Research  Strategy 

Bureau  of  Mines  Staff. 

10:00  a.m _  FT  78  Planning  Schedule.  Bu¬ 

reau  of  Mines  Staff. 

11:00  a.m _  FT  79  Program  Input  Needed 

from  Committee  and  MESA, 
Bureau  of  Mines  Staff. 

12:00  noon _ Adjourn. 

Further  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  RoUand 
R.  Reid,  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary — 
Minerals,  Department  of  the  Interior, 
18th  and  C  Streets,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20240,  telephone:  (202)  343-4881. 
Transcripts  of  the  meeting  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  three  weeks 
after  the  meeting  upon  written  request 
addressed  to  the  official  above. 

Dated:  October  8, 1976. 

Thomas  V.  Falkie, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Mines. 
[FR  Doc.76-30166  Filed  10-13-76;8:45  ami 


National  Park  Service 

FORT  LARNED  NATIONAL  HISTORIC  SITE, 
KANSAS 

Environmental  Assessment;  Alternatives 
for  the  Preservation  and  Administration 
of  Historic  Structures 

After  conducting  a  review  of  the  en¬ 
vironmental  assessment  for  the  alterna¬ 
tives  for  the  preservation  and  adminis¬ 
tration  of  historic  structures  of  the  Fort 
Lamed  National  Historic  Site.  Kansas, 
the  National  Park  Service  has  decided 
not  to  prepare  an  environmental  impact 
statement. 

The  environmental  assessment  ex¬ 
amines  the  effects  of  multiple  alternative 
and  optional  methods  of  preservation, 
restoration  and  administration  of  the 
historic  structures  and  features  of  Fort 
Lamed  National  Historic  Site.  The  ef¬ 
fects  of  taking  no  action  are  considered. 

The  environmental  assessment  and  the 
environmental  review  are  on  file  and  will 
be  available  upon  request  for  inspection 
at  the  Midwest  Regicmal  Office,  National 
Park  Service,  1709  Jackson  Street, 
Omaha,  N^raska  68102;  and  at  Fort 
Lamed,  Kansas  67550.  Anyone  wishing  to 
comment  on  these  documents  should  put 
them  in  writing  and  send  the  comments 
to  the  Regional  Director  at  the  Omaha 
address  on  or  before  November  15,  1976. 

The  National  Park  Service  intends  to 
proceed  with  implementation  of  the  plan. 
Dated:  September  15, 1976. 

Randall  R.  Pope, 

Acting  Regional  Director, 
Midwest  Region. 

[FR  Doc.76-30137  Filed  10-13-76  R-4«  amj 


FORT  SMITH  NATIONAL  HISTORIC  SITE, 
ARKANSAS 

Negative  Declaration 

An  environmental  assessment  of  a  pro¬ 
posed  master  plan/devdopment  concept 
plan  for  Fort  Smith  National  Historic 
Site  was  made  available  Febmary  12. 
1976.  A  public  workshop  March  11,  1976, 
and  a  public  meeting  Jime  28,  1976,  both 
in  Fort  Smith,  Arkansas,  centered 
around  discussions  of  alternatives  for  the 
size,  management,  development,  inter¬ 
pretation  and  visitor  use  of  the  Historic 
Site. 

As  a  result  of  the  workshop,  meeting, 
end  comments  received,  an  environmen¬ 
tal  review  has  been  completed  and  a  mod¬ 
ified  Alternative  3  has  been  selected.  This 
alternative  described  a  boundary  to  in¬ 
clude  all  lands  within  the  walls  of  the 
Second  Fort  plus  additional  lands  to  pre¬ 
serve  the  historical  integrity  of  the  site. 
As  modified,  development  wiU  include 
restoration  of  the  Ccamnissary  and 
Courthouse  buildings,  the  installation  of 
a  Visitor  Center  in  the  latter  building, 
and  upgraded  interpretive  facilities  at 
the  site  of  the  First  Fort  on  Belle  Pointe. 

The  National  Park  Service,  based  on 
the  environmental  review,  has  decided 
not  to  prepare  an  environmental  state¬ 
ment  on  the  master  plan/ development 
concept  plan  for  Fort  Smith  National 
Historic  Site. 

The  environmental  assessment  and 
the  environmental  review  are  on  file  and 
will  be  available  upon  request  for  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  Southwest  Regional  Office, 
National  Park  Service,  P.O.  Box  728, 
Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico  87501;  at  Fort 
Smith  National  Historic  Site,  P.O.  Box 
1406,  Fort  Smith,  Arkansas  '72901;  and 
at  Hot  Springs  National  Park,  P.O.  Box 
1219,  Hot  Springs,  Arkansas  71901,  Any¬ 
one  wishing  to  comment  on  these  docu¬ 
ments  should  put  them  in  writing  and 
send  the  comments  to  the  Regional  Di¬ 
rector  at  the  Santa  Fe  address  on  or  be¬ 
fore  November  15, 1976. 

The  National  Park  Service  intends  to 
proceed  with  implementation  of  the  plan 
at  the  end  of  the  thirty  (30)  day  period. 

Dated:  September  20,  1976. 

Joseph  C.  Rumburg,  Jr., 
Regional  Director,  Southwest 
Region,  National  Park  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-30136  Filed  10-13-76;8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

INDEXES  OF  ADMINISTRATIVE  STAFF 
MANUALS 

Correction 

This  document  contains  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  appendix  of  a  notice  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  PkoERAL  Register  on  Sep¬ 
tember  7,  1976  (41  FR  37633).  The  ap¬ 
pendix  contained  a  listing  of  adminis¬ 
trative  staff  manuals  or  instructions  that 
were  determined  to  be  exempt  from  the 
quarterly  index  publication  requirements 
of  5  U.S.C.  552(a)(2)(c).  One  bureau 
manual  was  inadvertently  omitted.  Cpn- 
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sequently,  the  appendix  is  revised  to  in¬ 
clude  the  following : 

Bureau  of  Mines 

Bureau  of  Mines  Basic  Manual 

Richard  R.  Hite, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

October  4,  1976. 

IPR  Doc.76-30026  Filed  10-13  76;8  45  am) 


[INT  FES  76-51) 

PENOBSCOT  RIVER 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(.2)<C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969.  Pub.  L.  91-lSO.  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  has  prepared  a  final  envi¬ 
ronmental  impact  statement  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  Penobscot  National  Wild  and 
Scenic  River. 

The  proposal  involves  consideration  of 
295  miles  of  the  East  and  West  Branches 
of  the  Penobscot  River  in  Maine  as  a 
potential  State  administered  component 
of  the  National  Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers 
System. 

Copies  are  av^lilable  for  inspection  at 
the  Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation, 
Northeast  Regional  Office,  600  Arch 
Street,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19106, 
'and  the  Bureau  of  Outdoor  Recreation, 
Office  of  Communications,  Room  237,  In¬ 
terior  South  Building,  1951  Constitution 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 

A  limited  number  of  copies  are  also 
available  and  may  be  obtained  by  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Regional  Director,  Northeast 
Regional  Office  at  the  addre.ss  shown 
td>ove. 

Dated :  October  8, 1976. 

Stanley  D.  Doremds, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

IFR  Doc.76-30068  FUed  10-13-76:8:46  am) 


[INT  DE8  76-38) 

WATER  FOR  ENERGY,  MISSOURI  RIVER 
RESERVOIRS 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2X0  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
prepared  a  draft  environmental  state¬ 
ment  describing  the  environmental  im¬ 
pacts  which  could  be  expected  if  1  million 
acre-feet  of  water  is  diverted  from  Mis¬ 
souri  River  Reservoirs  for  energy  related 
industrial  development.  The  statement 
covers  impacts  of  depletion  of  the  water 
from  the  main-stem  reservoir  system  and 
development  and  operation  of  a  hirpo- 
thetical  mixture  of  industries  and  asso¬ 
ciated  coal  mining  in  eastern  Montana, 
western  North  Dakota,  western  and  cen¬ 
tral  South  Dakota,  and  northeastern 
Wyoming. 


Written  comments  may  he  submitted 
to  the  Regional  Director  (address  below) 
within  45  days  of  this  notice. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  at 
the  following  locations : 

Office  of  Assistant  to  the  Commissioner — 
Ecology,  Boom  7620,  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion,  Department  of  the  Interior,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20240.  Telephone  202-343-4091. 
Division  of  Engineering  Support,  Technical 
Services  and  Publications  Branch,  ESA 
Center.  Denver  Federal  Center,  Denver, 
Colorado  80225.  Telephone  303-343-3006. 

Office  of  the  Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  Federai  BuUding,  P.O.  Box 
2553,  Billings,  Montana  59103.  Telephone 
406-245-6711 

Missouri-Souris  Projects  Office,  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  P.O.  BOX  1017,  Bismarck, 
North  Dakota  58501.  Telephone  701-256- 
4011. 

Mlssouri-Oahe  Projects  Office,  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  P.O.  Box  826,  Huron,  South 
Dakota  67350.  Telephone  605-352-8651. 

Single  copies  of  the  draft  environmental 
statement  may  be  obtained  on  request  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Reclamation  or  the 
Regional  Director.  Please  refer  to  the 
statement  number  above. 

Dated;  October  8,  1976. 

Stanley  D.  Doremus, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

|FR  Doc .76  30067  FUed  10-13- 76;8r46  am) 


lINT  DES  76-39) 

KANOPOLIS  UNIT,  KANSAS 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
prepared  a  draft  environmental  state¬ 
ment  on  a  proposed  water  supply-project 
for  the  purpose  of  furnishing  supple¬ 
mental  irrigation  water  and  municipal 
water  supplies  to  the  water-deficient 
areas  of  Salina,  Kansas.  Written  com¬ 
ments  may  be  submitted  to  the  Regional 
Director  (address  below)  within  45  work¬ 
ing  days  of  this  notice. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  at 
the  following  locations: 

Office  of  Assistant  to  the  Commissioner, 
Ecology,  Room  7620,  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion,  Department  of  the  Interior,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20240,  Telephone  (202)  843-4901. 
Division  of  Engineering  Support,  Technical 
S^vices  and  Publications  Branch,  E&B 
Center,  Denver  Federal  Center,  Denver, 
Colorado,  Telephone  (308)  234-3008. 

Office  of  the  Regional  Director,  Bmeau  of 
Reclamation,  Lower  Missouri  Region, 
Building  20,  Denver  Federal  Center,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colorado  80225,  Telephone  (303)  234- 
3779. 

Kansas  Reclamation  Office,  Bureau  of  Re¬ 
clamation,  Landmark  Plaza  Building,  103 
East  10th  Street,  Topeka,  Kansas  66612, 
Telephone  (913)  234-8661,  Ext  324. 

Single  copies  of  the  draft  statement 
may  be  obtained  oa.  request  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Reclamation  or  the  Region¬ 


al  Dlreotor.  Please  refer  to  the  statement 
number  abeve. 

Dated:  October  8, 1976. 

Stanley  D.  Doremus, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

(PR  Doc.76-30147  Filed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
FRESH  PEACHES  GROWN  IN  GEORGIA 

Findings  and  Determination  with  Respect 

to  the  Continuation  in  Effect  of  the 

Marketing  Agreement  and  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  applicable  provisions 
of  Marketing  Agreement  No.  99.  as 
amended,  and  Order  No.  918,  as  amend¬ 
ed  (7  CPR  Part  918) ,  and  the  applicable 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C.  601-674),  notice  was  given  in 
the  Federal  Register  <41  FR  37337)  that 
a  referendiun  would  be  conducted  among 
the  growers  who,  during  the  period  Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1975,  through  August  15,  1976 
(which  period  was  determined  to  be  a 
representative  in  the  production  of 
peaches  for  the  purpose  of  such  referen¬ 
dum),  were  engaged,  in  Georgia,  in  the 
production  of  peaches  for  market  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  a  majority  of  such 
growers  favor  the  termination  of  the 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order. 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  results  of  the 
aforesaid  referendum,  which  was  con¬ 
ducted  during  the  period  September  7- 
16,  1976,  both  dates  inclusive,  it  is  here¬ 
by  found  and  determined  that  the  ter¬ 
mination  of  the  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order,  regulating  the 
handling  of  fresh  peaches  grown  in  Geor¬ 
gia,  is  not  favored  by  the  requisite  ma¬ 
jority  of  such  growers. 

Dated:  October  8, 1976. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

IPR  Doc.76-30148  Filed  10X3=7811746  am) 


Forest  Service 

FOUR  SEASONS  WINTER  SPORTS  SITE 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

'  Pursuant  to  section  102(2X0  of  the 
Natimial  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  environ¬ 
mental  statement  for  the  Four  Seasons 
Winter  Sports  Site,  Uinta  National  For¬ 
est,  Utah.  The  Forest  Service  report  num¬ 
ber  is  USDA-FS-FES  (Adm)  R4-76-13. 

The  Forest  Service,  Uinta  National 
Forest,  buis  made  the  decision  to  permit 
construction  and  operation  of  a  major 
resort  in  approximately  4,500  acres  di¬ 
rectly  east  of  Provo,  Utah.  This  decision 
is  the  result  of  evaluation  of  a  proposal 
made  by  Four  Seasons,  Inc.,  and  ad¬ 
dressed  in  the  Draft  Environmental 
Statement,  dated  April  6,  1976.  This  re- 
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sort  would  be  developed  for  intensified 
year-round  recreational  use,  with  em¬ 
phasis  on  skiing.  The  proposed  area  for 
the  development  is  in  the  Rock  Canyon 
drainage,  located  in  the  mountain  ter¬ 
rain  on  the  west  slope  of  the  Wesatch 
Range.  It  is  in  Utah  County,  Utah,  and 
is  presently  accessible  by  primitive  road 
only  during  summer  months. 

Facilities  will  include  a  base  site  ad¬ 
jacent  to  Provo,  Utah.  This  development 
will  be  part  of  another  resort  develop¬ 
ment  located  entirely  on  private  lands. 
A  funicular  transportation  system  will 
provide  the  major  access  to  the  mountain. 
This  system  will  determine  the  ultimate 
resort  capacity.  When  fully  developed 
the  resort  will  include  a  gondola  system, 
ski  lifts,  and  ski  runs  to  support  about 
8,300  skiers. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  October  5, 
1976. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection  dur¬ 
ing  regular  working  hours  at  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations: 

TJSDA,  Forest  Service.  South  Agriculture 

Bldg.,  Room  3230,  12th  St.  and  Indepen¬ 
dence  Ave.,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 
Forest  Supervisor,  Uinta  National  Forest,  P.O. 

Box  1428,  Provo,  Utah  84601. 

Regional  Planning  Office,  USDA,  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice,  Federal  BuUding,  Room  4408,  324-25th 

Street,  Ogden,  Utah  84403. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Forest  Super¬ 
visor  Don.  T.  Nebeker,  Uinta  National 
Forest,  P.O,  Box  1428,  Provo,  Utah  84601. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the 
CEQ  Guidelines. 

P.  M.  Rees, 
Director,  Regional 
Planning  and  Budget. 

October  5,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-30025  Filed  10-13-76;8;45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Bureau  of  Standards 

CENTER  FOR  BUILDING  TECHNOLOGY 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act,  5  U.S.C.  App.  I  (Supp.  V, 
1975),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Center  for  Building  Technology  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee  will  hold  a  meeting  from 
9  a.m.  to  4  p.m.  on  Friday,  October  29, 
1976  in  Conference  Rooms  A  and  B,  first 
floor,  AFL-CIO  Building,  815  Sixteenth 
Street,  NW,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Committee  was  established  in 
January  1973  to  advise  the  Department 
of  Commerce  on  matters  relating  to  the 
Nation’s  needs  in  building  research  and 
technology.  The  Committee  consists  of 
19  members,  balanced  on  the  basis  of 
their  knowledge  in  such  building  areas 
as  products,  materials  and  equipment; 
construction  unions;  construction  con¬ 
tractors  (general  and  specialized) ;  the 
design  professions;  the  home-building 
industry;  owner-builders;  finance; 
standards  and  codes;  consumer  interests; 
and  State  and  local  governments. 


The  meeting  will  focus  on  the  follow¬ 
ing  topics:  the  building  community’s  role 
in  the  national  voluntary  laboratory  ac¬ 
creditation  program;  a  status  report  on 
the  National  Institute  of  Building  Sci¬ 
ences  (NIBS);  fire  safety  in  buildings; 
and  improved  communications  with  the 
building  community. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  public 
observation  and  a  period  will  be  set  aside 
for  oral  comments  or  questions  by  the 
public  which  do  not  exceed  10  minutes 
each.  Approximately  20  seats  will  be 
available  for  the  public  on  a  first-come, 
first-served  basis. 

Copies  of  the  minutes  will  be  available 
on  request  30  days  after  the  meeting. 
Inquiries  may  be  addressed  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  Control  Officer,  Dr.  Richard  N. 
Wright,  Director,  Center  for  Building 
Technology,  Building  226,  Room  B-260, 
National  Bureau  of  Standards,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20234  (phone  301-921-3377) . 

Dated:  October  7,  1976. 

Ernest  Ambler, 
Acting  Director. 

[FR  Doc.76-30062  Filed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

WAIKIKI  AQUARIUM.  HAWAII 
Denial  of  Permit  Application 

On  February  6,  1975,  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  '(40  FR 
5549)  that  an  application  had  been  filed 
with  the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice  by  Waikiki  Aquarium,  University  of 
Hawaii,  2777  Kalakaua  Avenue,  Hawaii 
96815,  to  take  one  (1)  female  Hawaiian 
monk  seal  (.Monachus  schauinslandi) 
for  public  display. 

On  July  22,  1976,  the  Hawaiian  monk 
seal  (Monachus  schauinslandi)  was  des¬ 
ignated,  by  regulation  (50  CFP  216.15, 
41  PR  30120) ,  as  a  depleted  species  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Marine 
Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972.  With 
regard  thereto,  the  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service  determined,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  15, 1976,  that  the  permit  request  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Waikiki  Aquarium  should 
be  denied. 

Dated:  October  1, 1976. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer, 
Deputy  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

[PR  Doc.76-3pi32  Filed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


TEXAS  INSTRUMENTS,  INC. 

Issuance  of  Endangered  Species  Permit 

On  August  13,  1976,  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register,  (41  FR 
34335)  that  an  application  had  been  filed 
with  the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice  by  Ecological  Services,  Texas  Instru¬ 
ments,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  237,  Buchanan. 
New  York  10511,  for  a  Scientific  Pur¬ 
poses  Permit  to  take  an  unspecified  num¬ 
ber  of  shortnose  sturgeon  (Acipenser 
brevirostrum) ,  .an  endangered  species  of 
fish. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Septem-. 
ber  30,  1976,  the  National  Marine  Fish¬ 


eries  Service  issued  a  Scientific  Purposes 
Permit,  as  authorized  by  the  Endangered 
Species  Act  of  1973  (16  U.S.C.  1531-1543) , 
to  Ecological  Services,  Texas  Instru¬ 
ments,  Incorporated,  subject  to  certain 
conditions  set  forth  therein. 

The  Permit  authorizes  the  Holder  to 
take  shortnose  sturgeon  (Acipenser  brev- 
irostrum)  by  conducting  the  following 
activities:  (1)  capture  by  trawls,  seines 
and  gill  nets  on  the  lower  Hudson  River, 
New  York;  (2)  the  weighing  and  measur¬ 
ing  of  the  animals:  (3)  release  of  all  Uve 
specimens  into  the  Hudson  River  at  or 
near  the  site  of  capture:  and  (4)  reten¬ 
tion  for-  scientific  purposes,  of  all  cap¬ 
tured  specimens  which  inadvertently  die. 

Issuance  of  this  Permit,  as  required  by 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973,  is 
based  on  a  finding  that  such  Permit:  (1) 
was  applied  for  in  good  faith;  (2)  will 
not  operate  to  the  disadvantage  of  the 
endangered  species  which  are  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  the  Permit;  and  (3)  will  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  purposes  and  policies 
set  forth  in  Section  2  of  the  Ekidangered 
Species  Act  of  1973.  This  Permit  was 
also  issued  in  accordance  with,  and  is 
subject  to.  Parts  220  and  222  of  Title  50 
cm,  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  regulations  governing  endan¬ 
gered  species  permits  (39  FR  14357,  No¬ 
vember  27, 1974) . 

The  Permit  is  available  for  review  by 
interested  persons  in  the  following 
offices : 

Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
3300  Whitehaven  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.:  and 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Northeast  Region,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  14  Elm  Street,  Gloucester,  Massa¬ 
chusetts  01930. 

Dated;  September  30, 1976. 

Jack  W.  Gehringer, 

'  Deputy  Director, 

National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 
[FR  Doc.76-30131  Filed  10-13-76:8:46  am] 


ZOOLOGICAL  SOCIETY  OF  BUFFALO.  INC. 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Public  Display 
Permit 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  Applicant  has  applied  in  due  form 
for  a  permit  to  take  marine  mammals  for 
public  display  as  authorized  by  the  Ma¬ 
rine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972  (16 
U.S.C.  1361-1407) ;  and  the  Regulations 
Governing  the  Taking  and  Importing  of 
Marine  Mammals  (50  CFR  Part  216) . 

Zoological  Society  of  Buffalo,  Inc., 
Buffalo  Zoological  Gardens,  Delaware 
Park,  Buffalo,  New  York  14214,  to  take 
two  (2)  California  sea  lions  (Zalophus 
californianus)  for  public  display. 

The  requested  animals  will  be  cap¬ 
tured  by  a  professional  collector  on  or 
near  Santa  Cruz  or  San  Miguel  Islands 
off  Santa  Barbara,  California,  with  a 
hoop  net  on  land  or  with  a  modified  gill 
net  in  the  water.  The  animals  will  be 
shipped  to  the  Buffalo  facility  by  com¬ 
mercial  aircraft  and  truck. 

At  the  facility  the  animals  will  be  dis¬ 
played  in  a  circular  pool  50  feet  in  diam¬ 
eter,  7  feet  deep  with  a  central  circular 
haul-out  area  13  feet  in  diameter.  The 
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facility  provides  an  indoor  shelter 
against  sunlight  and  inclement  weather. 

The  sea  lions  are  desired  to  provide 
recreational  and  education  benefits  to 
the  500,000  visitors  that  visit  the  facility 
annually.  The  facility  is  a  non-profit 
organization.  The  staff  has  been  ex¬ 
hibiting  sea  lions  for  over  30  years. 

The  arrangements  and  facilities  for 
transporting  and  maintaining  the  marine 
mammals  requested  in  the  above  de¬ 
scribed  application  have  been  inspected 
by  a  licensed  veterinarian,  who  has  cer¬ 
tified  that _§uch  arrangements  and  fa¬ 
cilities  are  adequate  to  provide  for  the 
well-being  of  the  marine  mammals  in¬ 
volved. 

Documents  submitted  in  connection 
with  the  above  application  are  available 
for  review  in  the  following  offices ; 

Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
33  Whitehaven  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.; 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Northeast  Region,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  14  Elm  Street,  Gloucester,  Massachu¬ 
setts  01930;  and 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Southwest  Region,  300  South  Ferry 
Street,  Terminal  Island,  California  90731. 

Concurrent  vith  the  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Commerce  is  forwarding  copies 
of  this  application  to  the  Marine  Mam¬ 
mal  Commission  and  the  Committee  of 
Scientific  Advisors, 

Written  data  or  views,  or  requests  for  a 
public  hearing  on  this  application  should 
be  submitted  to  the  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Washington, 
D.C.  20235  on  or  before  November  15, 
1976.  The  holding  of  such  shearing  is 
at  the  discretion  of  the  Director. 

All  statements  and  opinions  contained 
in  this  notice  in  support  of  this  applica¬ 
tion  are  summaries  of  those  of  the  Appli¬ 
cant  and  do  not  necessarily  refiect  the 
views  of  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service. 

Dated:  October  6, 1976. 

Harvey  M.  Hutchings, 
Acting  Associate  Director  for 
Resource  Management.  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice. 

IFR  Doc.76-30133  Filed  10-18-76;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health 
Administration 

BOARD  OF  SCIENTIFIC  COUNSELORS 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)(2) 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(5  U.S.C.  Appendix  I),  announcement 
Is  made  of  the  following  National  Ad¬ 
visory  body  scheduled  to  assemble  dur¬ 
ing  the  month  of  November  1976: 

Name:  Board  of  Scientific  Counselors,  NIMH. 
Date  and  time:  November  4-5;  9:30  a.m. 
Place:  Conference  Room  lB-07,  Building  36, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland. 


NOTICES 


Open:  November  4,  9:30-10:00  a.m. 

Closed:  Otherwise. 

Contact:  Dr.  John  C.  Eberhart,  BiUlding  36, 
Room  lA-06,  Rational  Institutes  of 
Health.  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014,  301- 
496-3501. 

Purpose;  The  Board  of  Scientific  Counselora 
provides  expert  advice  to  the  Director, 
NIMH,  on  the  mental  health  Intramural 
research  program  through  periodic  visits 
to  the  laboratories  tor  assessment  of  the 
research  In  progress  and  evaluation  of 
productivity  and  performance  of  staff 
scientists. 

Agenda:  The  Board  will  meet  In  Building  36, 
Boom  lB-07,  Bethesda,  Maryland,  for  ap¬ 
proximately  30  minutes  for  a  report  by  the 
Director  and  Deputy  Director  of  Intra¬ 
mural  Research,  NIMH,  on  recent  admin¬ 
istrative  developments.  The  remainder  of 
the  two-day  session  will  be  devoted  to  the 
review  of  intramural  research  projects 
from  the  Laboratory  of  Clinical  Science, 
and  the  evaluation  of  individual  scientific 
programs,  and  these  sessions  will  not  be 
open  to  the  public  In  accordance  with  the 
determination  by  the  Administrator,  Alco¬ 
hol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health  Ad¬ 
ministration,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
set  forth  In  section  652(b)  (6),  Title  6  U.S. 
Code  and  section  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463 
(5  U.S.C.  Appendix  I). 

Substantive  information  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  contact  person  listed 
above. 

The  NIMH  Information  Officer  who 
will  furnish  summaries  of  the  meetings 
and  rosters  of  the  committee  members 
is  Mr.  Edwin  Long,  Deputy  Director,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Scientific  and  Technical  Infor¬ 
mation,  National  Institute  of  Mental 
Health,  Room  15-105,  Parklawn  Build¬ 
ing,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Marj'- 
land  20852,  301-3600. 

Dated:  October  12,  1976. 

Carolyn  T.  Evans, 
Committee  Management  Offi¬ 
cer,  Alcohol.  Drug  Abuse,  and 
Mental  Health  Administra¬ 
tion. 

|PR  Doc.  76-30096  Piled  10-13-76;  8:45  am] 


Office  of  Education 

ETHNIC  HERITAGE  STUDIES  PROGRAM 
Closing  Date  for  Receipt  of  Applications 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  Title  IX  of 
Ihe  Elementary  and  Secondary  Educa¬ 
tion  Act  of  1965,  as  amended  by  sections 
901-907  of  Pub.  L.  92-318  and  section 
111  of  Pub.  L.  93-380  (20  U.S.C.  900  to 
900a-5) ,  applications  are  being  accepted 
from  public  and  private  nonprofit  educa¬ 
tional  agencies,  institutions,  and  organ¬ 
izations  for  grants  under  the  Ethnic 
Heritage  Studies  Program.  Process  of 
these  applications  will  be  subject  to  the 
availability  of  funds. 

Applications  must  be  received  by  the 
U.S.  Office  of  Education  Application 
Control  Center  on  or  before  December 
17, 1976. 

A.  Applications  sent  by  mail.  An  appli¬ 
cation  sent  by  mail  should  be  addressed 
as  follows:  U.S.  Office  of  Education,  Ap¬ 
plication  Control  Center,  400  Maryland 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202, 
Attention;  13.549.  An  application  sent  by 


mail  will  be  considered  to  be  received  on 
time  by  the  Application  Control  Center 
If: 

(1)  The  application  was  sent  by  reg¬ 
istered  or  certified  mall  not  later  than 
December  13,  1976,  as  evidenced  by  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service;  or 

(2)  The  appliaction  is  receievd  on  or 
before  the  closing  date  by  either  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  or  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education 
mail  room  in  Washington,  D.C.  In  estab¬ 
lishing  the  date  of  receipt,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  will  rely  on  the  time-date  stamp 
of  such  mail  rooms  or  other  documentary 
evidence  of  receipt  maintained  by  the 
Department  of  Health,  Educatlmi,  and 
Welfare,  of  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education. 

B.  Hand  delivered  applications.  An  ap¬ 
plication  to  be  hand  delivered  must  be 
taken  to  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education  Ap¬ 
plication  Control  Center.  Room  5673, 
Regional  Office  Building  Three,  7th  and 
D  Streets  SW„  Washington,  D.C.  Hand 
delivered  applications  will  be  accepted 
daily  between  the  hours  of  8  a.m.  and  4 
pjn.  Washington,  D.C.  time,  except  Sat¬ 
urdays,  Simdays,  or  Federal  holidays. 
Applications  will  not  be  accepted  after 
4  p.m.  on  the  closing  date. 

C.  Program  information  and  forms. 
Information  and  application  forms  may 
be  obtained  from  the  Ethnic  Heritage 
Studies  Branch,  Division  of  Interna¬ 
tional  Education,  Bureau  of  Postsecond¬ 
ary  Education,  Office  of  Education, 
Room  3919,  7th  and  D  Streets  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

D.  Estimated  Distribution  of  Program 
Funds.  The  Ethnic  Heritage  Studies  ap¬ 
propriation  for  Fiscal  Year  1977  is 
$2,300,000.  The  program  expects  to 
award  50  major  grants  averaging  ap¬ 
proximately  $37,000  In  size.  In  addition 
to  these  major  grants,  the  program  ex¬ 
pects  to  award  approximately  50  mini¬ 
grants  ranging  from  $10,000  to  $15,000 
in  size.  The  applications  for  the  major 
grants  and  mini-grants  will  be  evaluated 
competitively  xmder  the  fvmding  criteria 
in  45  CFR  184.31.  There  are  no  continu¬ 
ation  grants  in  the  Ethnic  Heritage 
Studies  Program  for  this  year  and 
awards  will  be  made  for  a  one-year 
project  period. 

The  above  statement  with  regard  to 
the  expected  distribution  of  funds  is 
basically  for  informational  purposes  and 
does  not  bind  the  Office  of  Education, 
except  as  may  be  required  by  the  appli¬ 
cable  statute  and  regulation. 

E.  Applicable  regulations.  The  regula¬ 
tions  applicable  to  this  program  include 
the  Office  of  Education  General  Provi¬ 
sions  Regulations  (45  CFR  Part  100a) 
and  the  Ethnic  Heritage  Studies  Pro¬ 
gram  regulations  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  May  20,  1975  at  40  FR 
21954, 4$  CFR  Part  184. 

Dated:  October  12, 1976. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
13.549,  Ethnic  Heritage  Studies  Program.) 

Robert  R.  Wheeler, 
Acting  UJS.  Commissioner 
of  Education. 

(FR  DOC.76-3038S  Filed  10-18-78:8:48  am] 
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PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 

Sy^ems  of  Records  and  Notice  of 
l^oposed  Routine  Uses  Therefor 

Pursuant  to  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974 
(Public  Law  93-579)  as  prescribed  in  5 
U.S.C.  552a(e)  (4) ,  the  following  notices 
of  systems  of  records  that  are  maintained 
by  the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  are  published  as  set  forth 
below.  New  system  reports  were  filed  for 
the  new  systems  with  the  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Management  and  Budget,  the 
Speaker  of  the  House,  the  President  of 
the  Senate,  and  the  Chairman  of  the 
Privacy  Protection  Study  Commission  on 
October  7,  1976. 

Prior  to  the  final  adoption  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  routine  uses  of  these  notices,  con¬ 
sideration  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  5  U.S.C,  552a(e)  (11)  will 
be  given  to  comments  which  are  sub¬ 
mitted  in  writing  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  15,  1976.  Comments  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Director,  Pair  Information 
Practice  Staff,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  200  Independ¬ 
ence  Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20201.  Comments  received  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  in  Room  526E.  South 
Portal  Building,  at  the  above  address. 

Dated:  October  7,  1976. 

John  Ottina, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  and  Management. 

SSA/PP/RSH-0276.00 

System  name:  Clinical  Psychology/ 
Expanded  Mental  Health  Coverage  Ex¬ 
periment,  HEW-SSA. 

Security  class:  None. 

System  location: 

Social  Security  Administration,  6401  Security 
Boulevard,  Baltimore,  Maryland  21235. 
Colorado  Blue  Cross  and  Blue  Shield,  700 
Broadway,  Denver,  Colorado  80203. 

Office  of  the  Contractor,  name  and  address 
not  yet  determined,  but  when  the  determi¬ 
nation  Is  made  the  name  and  address  will 
be  avaUahle  from  the  system  manager  upon 
request. 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by 
the  system:  Beneficiaries  (approximately 
50  per  year)  who  receive  outpatient 
mental  health  services  from  independ¬ 
ently  practicing  clinical  psychologists  in 
Colorado  under  Medicare. 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system: 
Patient’s  medical  information,  including 
mental  health  treatment,  objectives,  and 
procedures. 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the  sys¬ 
tem:  Section  402(a)  of  the  1967  Amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Social  Security  Act,  as 
amended  by  Section  222(b)  (1)  of  the 
1972  Amendments  to  the  Social  Security 
Act,  P.L.  92-603. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of  users 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses:  (a)  To 
the  Colorado  Psychological  Association, 
peer  review  consultants,  and  Blue  Shield 
of  Colorado,  under  contract  with  the 
Social  Security  Administration,  for  the 
performance  of  research  and  statistical 
functions,  and  to  an  organization  under 


contract  with  the  Social  Security  Ad¬ 
ministration  and  consultants  to  that  or¬ 
ganization  for  the  evaluation  of  the  peer 
review  process  in  compliance  with  the 
conditions  of  the  agreement. 

(b)  Disclosure  may  be  made  to  a  con¬ 
gressional  office  from  the  record  of  an 
individual  in  response  to  an  inquiry  from 
the  congressional  office  made  at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  that  individual. 

Policies  and  practices  for  storing,  re¬ 
trieving,  accessing,  retaining,  and  dis¬ 
posing  of  records  in  the  system. 

Storage:  Stored  in  a  locked  filing 
cabinet. 

Retrievability :  By  name  and  health  in¬ 
surance  claim  number. 

Safeguards  (.access  controls) :  All  rec¬ 
ords  will  be  locked  up  when  not  in  use. 
Only  authorized  personnel  of  Colorado 
Blue  Shield  and  the  Colorado  Psycho¬ 
logical  Association  will  be  granted  access 
to  the  documents.  Colorado  Blue  Shield 
currently  reviews  and  processes  all  Part 
B  Medicare  claims  in  Colorado,  and  will 
apply  similar  safeguards  to  the  records 
in  this  system. 

Retention  and  disposal:  All  materials 
will  be  retained  imtil  December  31,  1980. 
All  identifiable  material  will  then  be 
destJoyed. 

System  manager (s)  and  address: 
Assistant  Commissioner  for  Researbh  and 

Statistics,  Social  Security  Administration, 

Boom  1121,  Universal  North  Building,  1875 

Connecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 

D.C.  20009. 

Notification  procedure:  Provide  the 
system  manager  with  the  name  of  the 
system,  and  the  name,  home  address,  and 
health  insurance  claim  number  of  the 
person  requesting  notification.  An  in¬ 
dividual  who  requests  notification  of  or 
access  to  a  medical  record  shall,  at  the 
time  the  request  is  made,  designate  in 
writing  a  responsible  representative  who 
will  be  willing  to  review  the  record  and 
inform  the  subject  individual  of  its  con¬ 
tents  at  the  representative’s  discretion. 
(These  notification  and  access  proce¬ 
dures  are  in  accordance  with  Depart¬ 
ment  Regulations  (45  CFR  Sections  5b. 5 
and  5b.6)  Federal  Register,  October  8, 
1975,  page  47410,  11). 

Record  access  procedures:  Same  as 
notification  procedures.  Requesters 
should  also  reasonably  specify  the  record 
contents  being  sought.  (These  access 
procedures  are  in  accordance  with  De¬ 
partment  Regulations  (45  CFR  Sections 
5b.5  and  5b.6)  Federal  Register,  Octo¬ 
ber  8,  1975,  page  47410,  11). 

Contesting  record  procedures:  Contact 
the  official  at  the  address  specified  under 
SYSTEM  MANAGER  above,  and  reason¬ 
ably  identify  the  record  and  specify  the 
information  to  be  contested.  (These  pro¬ 
cedures  are  in  accordance  with  Depart¬ 
ment  Regulations  (45  CFR  Section  5b.7) 
Federal  Register,  October  8,  1975,  page 
47411.) 

Record  source  categories:  Provider 
records  collected  from  the  subject  in¬ 
dividuals  by  the  participating  psychol¬ 
ogist. 

Systems  exempted  from  certain  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  act:  None. 


SSA/HI/CAR-0176  / 

System  name:  Medicare  Clinic  Physi¬ 
cian  Supplier  Master  File  HEW  SSA 

Security  class:  None 

System  location:  Carriers  under  con¬ 
tract  to  Social  Security  Administration 
(See  Appendix  C,  Section  4.) 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by 
the  system:  Physicians  and  suppllem  in 
a  clinic  who  provide  medical  service  or 
supplies  to  Medicare  beneficiaries. 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system:  A 
compilation  of  all  charges  submitted  by 
a  clinic  physician  or  supplier  for  services 
or  suppliers  to  (1)  derive  “reasonable 
charge”  information;  (2)  determine  eco¬ 
nomic  indexes;  and  (3)  to  substantiate 
the  basis  for  payment  to  beneficiaries, 
physicians  suppliers,  and  hospitals. 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the  sys¬ 
tem:  Sections  1833,  1835,  1842,  and  1874 
of  title  XVIII  of  the  Sbcial  Security 
Act. 

Routine  rises  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of  users 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses:  Profes¬ 
sional  Standards  Review  Organizations 
and  State  Licensing  Boards  for  review  of 
unethical  practices  or  nonprofessional 
conduct;  contractors  under  ccmtract  to 
SSA  for  the  performance  of  specific  re¬ 
search  and  statistical  activities  directly 
relating  to  the  Social  Security  Act;  SSA 
health  insurance  program  review  teams. 

Disclosure  may  be  made  to  a  congres¬ 
sional  office  from  the  record  of  an  indi¬ 
vidual  in  response  to  an  inquiry  from  the 
congressional  office  made  at  the  request 
of  that  individual. 

Policies  and  practices  for  storing,  re¬ 
trieving,  accessing,  retaining,  and  dis¬ 
posing  of  records  in  the  system. 

Storing:  Records  are  maintained  on 
magnetic  tape,  microfilm,  and  hard  copy 
paper. 

Retrievability:  The  records  are  in¬ 
dexed  for  individual  identification  by 
clinic  physician  provider  numbers  and 
supplier  EIN  (employer’s  identification 
number) .  The  records  are  prepared  and 
updated  daily  by  carriers  as  a  basis  for 
determining  reasonable  charges  and  area 
prevailing  charges. 

Safeguards  (access  controls) :  Disclo¬ 
sure  of  records  to  carrier  personnel  is 
limited  to  a  need-to-know  basis.  The  files 
are  closed  to  unauthorized  personnel. 
The  determination  as  to  which  person¬ 
nel  are  authorized  will  vary  slightly  in 
different  carrier  installations.  All  car¬ 
riers  have  guards  at  the  building  en¬ 
trance  to  prevent  intrusion  by  individ¬ 
uals  not  employees  or  not  having  busi¬ 
ness  with  the  carrier.  One  or  more  of  the 
following  security  measures  are  used 
within  the  building:  Color  coded  identi¬ 
fication  cards  are  used  to  establish  the 
right  of  an  employee  to  be  in  a  specific 
area;  cipher  locks  are  used  to  protect 
files  and  computer  areas;  magnetic 
identification  cards  are  used  to  gain  ac¬ 
cess  to  security  sensitive  areas;  video¬ 
monitoring  of  sensitive  areas  is  constant. 

Retention  and  disposal:  Records  are 
closed  out  the  first  quarter  following  the 
close  of  the  previous  calendar  year.  Files 
are  retained  indefinitely. 
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NOTICES 


System  manager(s)  and  address: 

Director,  Bureau  of  Health  Insurance,  6401 
Security  Boulevard,  Baltimore,  Maryland 
21235. 

Notification  procedure:  Inquiries  and 
requests  fin*  records  information  should 
be  directed  to  the  carrier  servicing  the 
clinic  physician’s  or  supplier’s  geo- 
gnqphical  area.  Individuals  who  want  to 
determine  if  they  have  a  record  in  this 
system  must  provide  their  full  name  and 
address. 

Record  access  procedures:  Same  as 
notification  procedures.  Requesters 
should  also  reasonably  specify  the  rec¬ 
ord  contents  being  sought.  (These  ac¬ 
cess  procedures  are  in  accordance  with 
Depaiiznent  Regulations  (45  CFR,  Sec¬ 
tion  5b.5  and  5b.6  Federal  Register,  Oc¬ 
tober  8,  1975,  page  47410,  11) . 

Contesting  record  procedures:  Contact 
the  official  at  the  address  specified  under 
System  Manager  above,  and  reasonably 
identify  the  record  and  specify  the  infor¬ 
mation  to  be  contested.  ('These  proce¬ 
dures  are  in  accordance  with  Department 
Regulations  (45  CFR,  Section  5b.7)  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  October  8,  1975,  page 
474U.) 

Record  source  categories:  Information 
contained  in  these  records  is  furnished 
In  part  by  the  individual  clinic  physician 
or  supplier  and  in  part  abstracted  fnxn 
Medicare  Part  B  billing  records. 

Systems  exempted  from  certain  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act:  None. 

System  name:  Medicare  Hospital  Dis¬ 
charge  Validation  File. 

Security  class-'  None. 

System  location: 

(1)  Office  of  Research  and  Statistics,  Divi¬ 

sion  of  Health  Insurance  Studies,  6401 
Security  Boulevard,  Baltimore,  Mary¬ 
land  21235. 

(2)  National  Academy  of  Sciences,  Institute 

ot  Medicine,  Watergate  Office  BuUdlng, 
2600  Virginia  Avenue,  Washington, 
D.C.  20418. 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by 
the  System:  Medicare  beneficiaries 
(aged  only)  whose  hospital  bills  were 
Included  in  a  20  percent  sample  of  bene¬ 
ficiaries  during  1974  and  1975. 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system: 
Each  record  contains  (1)  patient  identi¬ 
fication  data  (name,  HI  number,  sex, 
age)  from  the  Medicare  master  enroll¬ 
ment  file,  and  (2)  hospitalization  data 
(hospital  name,  admission  and  discharge 
date,  primary  diagnosis,  primary  surgi¬ 
cal  procedure  performed)  from  both  the 
Medicare  hospital  discharge  billing  file 
and  the  hospital  medical  record. 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the  sys¬ 
tem:  42  U.S.C.  Section  1395.11. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of  users 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses:  (a)  To 
contractor  .for  the  performance  of  spe¬ 
cific  research  and  statistical  activities  di¬ 
rectly  related  to  the  performance  of  this 
study. 

(b)  To  a  congressional  office  from  the 
record  of  an  individual  in  response  to  an 
inquiry  from  ttie  congressional  office 
made  at  the  request  of  that  individual. 


Policies  arid  practices  for  storing,  re¬ 
trieving,  accessing,  retaining,  and  dis¬ 
posing  of  records  in  the  system. 

Storage:  Record  lists,  completed  re¬ 
abstract  forms,  and  keypunched  cards 
are  stored  in  Iroked  file  cabinets.  Mag¬ 
netic  tape  files  of  patient  records  are 
stored  in  a  tape  library.  All  codes  for 
numeric  data  on  the  tape  files  are  stored 
in  locked  file  cabinets.  All  oi  these 
storage  facilities  are  located  in  the  con¬ 
tractor’s  offices. 

RetrievabUity :  By  beneficiary  name, 
HI  number,  and  birth  date. 

Safeguards:  The  contractor  will  be  re¬ 
quired  to  comply  with  Departmental 
safeguard  procedures.  All  perscms  having 
acc^ess  to  the  system  of  records  have  been 
notified  of  the  criminal  sanctions  for  un¬ 
authorized  disclosure  of  information 
about  individuals.  The  contractor  main¬ 
tains  controlled  ac(;ess  to  computer  files. 
As  tape  file  records  are  created,  individ¬ 
uals’  names  are  eliminated  and  their 
HI  niunbers  replaced  with  anonymous 
assigned  record  numbers.  The  master  list 
for  the  assigned  numbers  is  stored  in 
locked  file  cabinets.  There  is  controlled 
access  to  this  list  as  all  other  stored  files. 

Retention  and  disposal:  AH  re-abstract 
forms,  billing  records  and  other  data  col¬ 
lection  forms  will  be  returned  to  SSA 
with  all  patient  identifiers  removed.  Key¬ 
punch  cards  and  magnetic  tape  files  will 
be  retained  by  the  contractor  for  6 
months  following  contract  termination 
and  will  then  be  destroyed  by  standard 
disposal  procedures. 

System  manager (s)  and  address: 

Assistant  Commissioner  for  Research  and 
Statistics,  Social  Security  Administration, 
Room  1121,  1875  Connecticut  Avenue,  NW,. 
Washington,  D.C.  20009. 

Notification  procedure:  For  purposes 
of  notification,  the  system  manager  will 
need  to  know  the  name  of  the  system, 
and  the  name  and  health  insurance 
number  of  the  person  requesting  notifi¬ 
cation. 

An  individual  who  requests  notification 
of  or  access  to  a  medical  record  shall,  at 
the  time  the  request  is  made,  designate 
in  writing  a  responsible  representative 
who  will  be  willing  to  review  the  record 
and  inform  the  subject  individual  of  its 
contents  at  the  representative’s  discre¬ 
tion.  (These  notification  and  access  pro¬ 
cedures  are  in  accordance  with  Depart¬ 
ment  Regulations  (45  CFR,  Sections  5b.5 
and  5b.6)  Federal  Register,  October  8, 
1975,  page  47410,  11). 

Record  access  procedures:  Same  as 
notification  procedures.  Requesters 
should  also  reasonably  specify  the  record 
being  sought.  (These  access  procedures 
are  in  accordance  with  Department  Reg¬ 
ulations  (45  CFR,  Section  5b.5  and  5b.6) 
Federal  Register,  October  8,  1975,  page 
47410,  11). 

Contesting  record  procedures:  Contact 
the  official  at  the  address  specified  under 
System  Manager  above,  and  reasonably 
identify  the  record  and  specify  the  in¬ 
formation  to  be  contested.  (Hiese  pro¬ 
cedures  are  in  accordance  with  Depart¬ 
ment  Regulations  (45  CFR  Section  5b.7) 
Federal  Register,  October  8,  1975,  page 
47411.) 


Record  source  categories:  Records  de¬ 
rived  from  Medicare  master  enrollment 
file.  Medicare  20  percent  hospital  dis¬ 
charge  record  file,  hospital  medical  rec¬ 
ords,  and  hospital  Medicare  claims  forms. 

Systems  exempted  from  certain  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  act:  None. 

SSA/PP/RSH-0176.00 

System  name:  Durable  Medical  Equip¬ 
ment  Experimentation,  HEW-SSA. 
Security  class:  None. 

System  location: 

Social  Security  Administration,  Office  of  Re¬ 
search  and  Statistics,  Program  Experimen¬ 
tation  Branch,  Boom  3-E-6,  Meadows  East 
Building,  Baltimore,  Maryland  21235. 

Office  of  the  Contractor,  name  and  address 
not  yet  determined. 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by 
the  system:  M^ical  Part  B  Beneficiaries 
acquiring  durable  medical  equipment 
(DME)  under  Title  XVIH  of  the  Social 
Security  Act.  (Geographic  Ibcations  are 
to  be  determined  on  contract  award 
date. 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system: 
Administrative,  billing,  and  descriptive 
information  involving  the  purchase  and/ 
or  rental  of  durable  medical  equipment 
under  Title  XVm  (Medicare  Part  B) . 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the  sys¬ 
tem:  Section  245  of  Public  Law  92-603 
(Social  Security  Amendments  of  1972). 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of  users 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses:  Routine 
disclosure  of  the  records  maintained  in 
the  syston  will  be  made  to  £ui  organi¬ 
zation  under  contract  with  the  S(x:ial 
Security  Administration  for  the  per¬ 
formance  of  the  research  and  statistical 
functions  as  prescribed  by  the  contract. 
’The  data  collected  will  be  utilized  by 
the  Contractor  for  statistical  purposes 
in  determining  the  results  of  the  experi¬ 
mental  program. 

Disclosure  may  be  made  to  a  congres¬ 
sional  office  for  the  record  of  an  indi¬ 
vidual  in  response  to  an  inquiry  from 
the  congressional  office  made  at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  the  Individual. 

Policies  and  practices  for  storing,  re¬ 
trieving,  accessing,  retaining,  and  dis¬ 
posing  of  records  in  the  system. 

Storage:  Magnetic  computer  tape. 
RetrievabUity:  To  be  specified  by  Con¬ 
tractor.  (Most  probable  index  will  be 
individual  Health  Insurance  Account 
Number  and  Part  B  Medicare  Carrier 
CJtxie  Number.) 

Safeguards  (.access  controls) :  Mag¬ 
netic  computer  tapes  are  to  be  kei>t  in 
GSA  approved  containers  with  combina¬ 
tion  locks.  Ihe  containers  are  to  be  lo¬ 
cated  in  a  controlled  access  area  where 
all  nonemployees  and  nonauthorized 
personnel  must  identify  thems^ves,  state 
the  nature  of  their  business,  and  be 
logged  in  before  gaining  entry.  All  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  Contractor  are  subject 
to  the  penalties  prescribed  by  the  Pri¬ 
vacy  Act  for  unauthorized  disclosure  of 
personnel  data.  These  safeguards  are  in 
accordance  with  Departm^ital  stand¬ 
ards  limiting  access  to  authorized  per¬ 
sonnel  only. 
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Re'ention  and  disposal:  All  raw  data, 
draft  reports,  corresr>ond«ice,  and  re¬ 
ports  generate  during  this  experiment 
(including  tapes,  computer  programs, 
position  Indices,  etc.)  shall  be  the  prop¬ 
erty  of  the  Government  and  shall  be  de¬ 
livered  to  the  SSA  Project  OflBcer  not 
later  than  15  calendar  days  after  con¬ 
tract  completion  date.  Should  the  Project 
Officer  request  any  of  the  above-men- 
tlcmed  material  during  the  conduct  of 
the  experiment,  the  Contractor  shall 
present  such  material  to  the  Project 
Officer  within  30  days  of  a  written  re¬ 
quest.  The  material  presented  by  the 
Contractor  shall  be  as  current  as  possi¬ 
ble,  relevant  to  the  request.  All  tapes  and 
fln^  reports  will  be  delivered  to  the 
Social  Security  Administration  and  will 
be  retained  by  the  Social  Security  Ad¬ 
ministration  as  long  as  necessary  for 
program  purposes. 

System  manager  is)  and  address: 

Asslstfuit  Commissioner  for  Research  and 
Statistics,  Social  Security  Administration, 
Room  1121,  Universal  North  Building,  1875 
Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20009. 

Notification  procedures:  For  purposes 
of  notification,  provide  the  Systems  Man¬ 
ager  with  the  name,  address,  and  Health 
hisurance  Account  Number  of  the  person 
requesting  access. 

Record  access  procedures :  Same  as 
notification  procedures.  Requesters 
should  also  reasonably  specify  the  record 
contents  being  sought.  (These  access 
procedures  are  in  accordance  with  De¬ 
partmental  Regulations  (45  CFR,  Part 
5b.5(a)  (2)  Federal  Register.  October  8, 
1975,  page  47410.) 

Contesting  record  procedures :  Contact 
the  official  at  the  address  specified  under 
notification  procedures  above,  and  rea¬ 
sonably  identify  the  record  and  specify 
the  information  to  be  contested.  (These 
procedures  are  in  accordance  with  De¬ 
partmental  Regulations  (45  C!FR  Part 
5b.7)  Federal  Register,  October  8,  1975, 
page  47411.) 

Record  source  categories:  Requests 
from  Medicare  Part  B  Beneficisiries  for 
reimbursement  for  the  rental/purchase 
of  durable  medical  equipment  under  title 
XVUl  of  the  Social  l^urity  Act,  includ¬ 
ing  charges  and  descriptive  material 
from  suppliers  of  durable  medical  equip¬ 
ment;  administrative  and  billing  infor¬ 
mation  for  the  reimbursement  of  durable 
medical  equipment  from  Part  B  Medi¬ 
care  Carriers. 

Systems  exempted  from  certain  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Act:  None. 

HEW/OS/Region  V,  ORD/OE/ ADMIN/ 
R05  VE-01.00 

System  name:  Placement  and  Career 
Development  Services  Program  for  Indo- 
Chinese  Refugees,  Jewish  Federation  of 
Metropolitan  Chicago  (Contractor). 
Security  classification:  None. 
Location: 

Jewish  Pederation  of  Metropolitan  Chicago, 
One  South  Franklin  Street,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60606. 

See  Attachment  "A”  for  locations  of  subcon¬ 
tracting  agencies. 


Categories  of  individuals:  Indo- 
Chinese  Refugees  applying  for,  and/or 
receiving  public  assistance  or  otherwise 
manifesting  signs  of  ecmumiic  insuffi¬ 
ciency  in  the  Chicago  Metropolitan  area. 

Categories  of  records:  Employment 
History  and  Associated  Social,  Medical 
and  Economic  Znfmmation. 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the  sys¬ 
tem:  5  U.S.C.  3109. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of  uses 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses: 

45  CFR  5b,  Appendix  B,  (1),  (2),  (3), 
(4),  (5),  (6),  (8),  (101),  (102),  and 
(103). 

Disclosure  may  be  made  to  a  Congres¬ 
sional  office  from  the  record  of  an  indi¬ 
vidual  in  response  to  ah  inquiry  from 
the  Congressional  office  made  at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  that  individual. 

Routine  uses  for  disclosure  of  informa¬ 
tion  kept  in  the  records  may  be  directed 
to;  (a)  Illinois  Department  of  Public  Aid, 
in  regard  to  information  which  would 
affect  the  alien’s  present  or  future  eligi¬ 
bility  for  public  assistance;  (b)  Prospec¬ 
tive  employees  and/or  employment  agen¬ 
cies  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  clients 
to  obtain  employment;  (c)  Vocational 
training  or  education  programs  to  in¬ 
crease  the  alien's  employability;  (d) 
Other  professional  boards,  associations, 
private  agencies  or  government  depart¬ 
ments  directly  related  to  increasing  the 
client’s  chances  to  obtain  employment; 
(e)  Participating  subcontractors  which 
have  joint  responsibilities  for  assisting 
clients  by  making  appropriate  referrals 
for  casework  services  and  career  coimsel- 
ing;  (f)  All  members  and  participants 
taking  part  in  the  program  Steering 
Committee,  including  the  contractor  and 
subcontractors  and  concerned  Federal, 
State  and  Local  government  agencies, 
i.e..  Department  of  Health,  Education 
and  Welfare,  Illinois  Department  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Aid,  Governor’s  Resettlement  Office, 
etc.;  (g)  National  volimtary  resettlement 
agencies  participating  on  the  Steering 
Committee. 

Storage:  Records  are  maintained  on 
magnetic  tape  and  on  computer  discs, 
printouts,  in  file  cabinets,  file  folders, 
and  recording  forms. 

Retrievability :  The  purpose  of 'this 
system  is  to  evaluate  the  need  and  suit¬ 
ability  of  the  refugee  for  employment 
and/or  vocational  training.  A  continu¬ 
ous  record  of  activities,  including  refer¬ 
rals  and  placements,  is  needed.  Records 
may  be  retrieved  by  name  or  identifica¬ 
tion  number. 

Safeguards  (access  controls) :  Offices 
are  either  locked  after  office  hours  or 
have  security  guard  service.  In  addition, 
depending  on  location,  file  cabinets  and 
other  storage  facilities  are  locked  when 
not  in  use. 

Retention  and  disposal:  Records  are 
retained  for  five  years  after  closing,  after 
which  paper  records  are  shredded  and 
computer  tapes  erased. 

System  manager(s)  and  address: 

Qovemment  Project  Officer,  Department  of 

Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Region  V, 

300  South  Wacker  Drive,  35th  floor, 

Chicago,  minois  60606. 


Notification  procedure:  Same  address 
as  above.  Identifying  information  should 
Include  the  name  of  the  person  inquired 
about  and  the  alien  identification 
number. 

Record  access  procedures:  Address  and 
identifsring  information  same  as  above. 

Contesting  record  procedures:  Same  as 
notification  procedure. 

Record  source  categories:  Informa¬ 
tion  obtained  frmn  client  interviews,  vo¬ 
cational  testing,  employer  records,  med¬ 
ical  and  social  reports  from  hospitals 
and  other  social  agencies  and  informa¬ 
tion  received  from  Federal,  State  and 
Local  government  agencies,  i.e.,  Illinois 
Department  of  Public  Aid,  UA  Office  of 
Immigration  and  Naturalization,  etc. 

System  exempted  from  certain  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Act:  None. 

ATTACHMja»T  A 

SUBCONTRACTORS — NAME  AND  ADDRESS 

Lutheran  Child  and  Family  Services,  7620 
Madison  Street,  River  Forest,  Illinois  60305. 
Catholic  Chanties  of  Chicago,  645  W.  Ran¬ 
dolph  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60606. 
Travelers  Aid  of  MetropoUtan  Chicago,  4753 
North  Broadway,  Chicago,  UUnola  60640. 
Jewish  Family  and  Commimlty  Service.  One 
South  Franklin  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60606. 

Jewish  Vocational  Service,  One  South  Frank¬ 
lin  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60606. 

CDC/nIOSH — 0140.00 

System  name:  Occupational  Hearing 
Loss  in  Coal  Mining  Regions  —  HEW/ 
CDC/NIOSH. 

Security  classification:  None. 

System  location: 

Division  of  Biomedical  and  Behavioral  Sci¬ 
ence,  National  Institute  for  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health,  1614  Broadway  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio  45202.  ' 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by 
the  system:  Coal  Miners  and  volunteer 
subjects  used  as  a  control  group. 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system: 
Occupational  histories,  medical  histories, 
results  of  hearing  tests,  related  anam¬ 
nestic  information,  demographic  data. 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the  sys¬ 
tem:  Federal  Coal  Mine  Safety  and 
Health  Act  (30  n.S.C.  669  Section  20 
(1970) )  and  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Act,  Sec.  20  (29  U.S.C.  669) . 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of  users 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses:  Records 
may  be  released  to  the  Department  of 
Justice  or  other  appropriate  Federal 
agencies  in  defending  claims  against  the 
United  States  when  the  claim  is  based 
upon  an  individual’s  mental  or  physical 
condition  and  is  alleged  to  have  arisen 
because  of  activities  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  in  connection  with  such  individ¬ 
ual  (45  CFR  Part  5B,  Appendix  B,  Item 
100) .  Portions  of  a  record  pertaining  to 
an  individual  may  also  be  disclosed  to  a 
Congressional  office  in  response  to  an 
inquiry  from  that  office  made  at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  that  individual. 

Policies  and  practices  for  storing,  re¬ 
trieving,  accessing,  retaining,  and  dis¬ 
posing  of  records  in  the  system. 

Storage:  Manual  file  folders,  computer 
cards,  computer  tape. 
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Retrievability :  The  purpose  of  this  sys¬ 
tem  is  to  assist  in  the  development  of 
health  and  safety  standards  for  the 
workplace.  “Name”  is  the  Identifier  used 
to  retrieve  records  from  this  system. 

Safeguards  (access  controls) :  Locked 
buil(fing,  locked  rooms,  personnel  screen¬ 
ing,  locked  computer  room,  locked  file 
cabinets. 

For  computerized  records,  safeguards 
established  in  accordance  with  Depart¬ 
ment  standards  and  National  Bureau  of 
Standards  gxiidelines  (e.g.  security 
codes)  will  be  used,  limiting  access  to 
authorized  personnel. 

Retention  and  disposal:  Records  are 
retained  Indefinitely.  For  those  records 
which  are  destroyed,  disposal  methods 
include  burning  or  i^edding  of  paper 
materials  and  the  erasing  of  computer 
tape. 

System  manager (s)  and  address: 

Direct<»r:  National  Institute  for  Occupa¬ 
tional  Safety  and  Health,  6600  Fishers 

Lane,  Room  3-32  Park  Building,  Rockville, 

Md.  20852. 

Notification  procedure:  To  determine 
if  a  file  exists,  write  the  Privacy  Act  Co¬ 
ordinator,  Management  Analysis  Office, 
Center  for  Disease  Control,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30333,  and  provide  the  following  infor¬ 
mation:  (1)  approximate  date(s)  and 
place  of  treatment  or  questionnaire  ad¬ 
ministration;  (2)  name  of  study  if 
known;  (3)  an  individual  who  requests 
notificaticm  of  or  access  to  a  medical  rec¬ 
ord  shall,  at  the  time  the  request  is  made, 
designate  a  responsible  representative  in 
writing  who  will  be  willing  to  review  the 
record  and  inform  the  subject  individual 
of  its  contents  at  the  representative’s 
discretion  (these  notification  and  access 
procedures  are  requirements  of  the  De¬ 
partment  regulations,  45  CFR,  Part  5b.6, 
Feikral  Register,  October  8,  1975,  ps^e 
47411). 

Record  access  procedures:  Same  as 
notification  procedures.  Requesters 
^ould  also  reasonably  specify  the  record 
contents  being  sought. 

Contesting  record  procedures:  Write 
the  the  Privacy  Act  Coordinator,  Man¬ 
agement  Analysis  Ofiftce,  Center  for  Dis¬ 
ease  Control.  Atlanta,  Ga.  30333.  Reason¬ 
ably  identify  the  record  and  specify  the 
information  to  be  contested  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Department  regulations.  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  October  8.  1975,  page 
47411  (45  CFR  Part  5b7). 

Record  source  categories:  Information 
is  obtained  directly  from  the  individual, 
although  in  some  cases  supplementary 
data  may  be  collected  or  verified  by  work 
supervisors  or  employee  records. 

Systems  exempted  from  certain  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act:  None. 

[FR  Doc.76-30178  PUed  10-12-76;  8;  45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

SECRETARY’S  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 
THE  RIGHTS  AND  RESPONSIBILITIES 
OF  WOMEN 

Meeting 

The  Educatitm  Subcommittee  of  the 
Secretary’s  Advisory  Ctmunittee  on  the 


Rights  and  Responsibilities  of  Women 
will  meet  on  Tuesday,  and  Wednesday, 
November  9-10,  1976,  from  9:00  am.  to 
5:00  pm.  each  day  in  Room  624-D, 
HEW-South  Portal  Building,  200  Inde¬ 
pendence  Av^ue,  S.W.,  Wa^ington, 
D.C.  The  Education  Subcommittee  is  one 
of  the  five  subcommittees  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary’s  Advisory  Committee  on  the  Ri^ts 
and  Responsibilities  of  Women  man¬ 
dated  to  advise  the  Secretary  concern¬ 
ing  measures  needed  to  encourage  and 
develop  educational  programs  of  bene¬ 
fit  to  female  students  of  all  ages;  to  track 
legislation  of  interest  to  wmnen.  Ihe 
agenda  for  the  Education  Subcommittee 
will  include  a  review  of  the  1976  scope  of 
work. 

Interested  persons  wishing  to  address 
the  Committee,  should  contact  the  Sec¬ 
retary’s  Advisory  Committee  on  the 
Rights  and  Respmisibilitles  of  Women  by 
COB  Tuesday,  November  2.  Phone:  202- 
245-8454.  Written  statements  received 
by  November  2  will  be  duplicated  and 
distributed  to  the  members.  Members  of 
the  public  are  invited  to  attend  the  meet¬ 
ing. 

Dated;  October  7, 1976. 

Susan  Honeycutt, 
Special  Assistant  to  the 
Under  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-30139  PUed  10-13-76;8:46  »m) 


SECRETARY’S  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 
THE  RIGHTS  AND  RESPONSIBILITIES 
OF  WOMEN 

Meeting 

The  Secretary’s  Advisory  Committee 
on  the  Rights  and  Responsibilities  of 
Women,  which  was  established  to  review 
the  policies,  programs,  and  activities  of 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  relative  to  women  and  to 
make  recommendations  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  on  how  to  better  the  services  of 
HEW’s  programs  to  meet  these  special 
needs  of  women,  will  meet  oh  Thursday, 
and  Friday,  November  11-12,  1976,  from 
9:00  am.  to  5:00  p.m.  each  day  in  Room 
5169,  HEW-North  BuUding,  330  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  ’The  agenda  will  include  a  review  of 
the  1976  scopes  of  work. 

Interested  persons  wishing  to  address 
the  Committee,  should  contact  the  Sec¬ 
retary’s  Advisory  Committee  on  the 
Rights  and  Responsibilities  of  Women 
by  COB  Friday,  November  5.  Phone:  202- 
245-8454.  Written  statements  received  by 
November  5  will  be  duplicated  and  dis¬ 
tributed  to  the-members.  Members  of  the 
public  are  Invited  to  attend  the  meeting. 
Dated:  October  7, 1976. 

Susan  HoneycutI, 
Special  Assistant  to  the 
Under  Secretary. 
[PR  Doc.76-30138  PUed  10-13-76:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

RADIO  TECHNICAL  COMMISSION  FOR 

AERONAUTICS  (RTCA)  EXECUTIVE  COM¬ 
MITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L. 
92-463;  5  U.S.C.  App.  1)  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  a  meeting  of  the  RTCA  Execu¬ 
tive  Committee  to  be  held  November  3, 
1976,  Air  Transport  Association  of  Amer¬ 
ica  Conference  Room  A,  5th  Floor,  1709 
New  York  Ave.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
commencing  at  9:30  a.m.  The-Agenda  for 
this  meeting  is  as  follows:  (1)  Approval 
of  Minutes  of  September  24,  1976  meet¬ 
ing;  (2)  Chairman’s  R^rt  of  RTCA  Ad¬ 
ministration  and  Activities;  (3)  Briefing 
on  Joint  Tactical  Information  Distribu¬ 
tion  System  (JTIDS)  Test  Plan. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public  but  limited  to  space  available. 
With  the  approval  of  the  Chairman, 
members  of  the  public  may  present  oral 
statements  at  the  hearing.  Persons  wish¬ 
ing  to  attend  and  persons  wishing  to  pre¬ 
sent  oral  statements  should  notify,  not 
later  than  the  day  before  the  meeting, 
and  Information  may  be  obtained  from, 
RTCA  Secretariat,  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006;  (202)  296-0484. 
Any  member  of  the  public  may  present  a 
written  statement  to  the  Ccnnmittee  at 
any  time. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Sep¬ 
tember  30, 1976. 

Karl  F.  Bierach, 
Designated  Officer. 

I  FR  Doc.76-29912  Piled  10-13-76;8:46  am] 


Federal  Railroad  Administration 
[FRA  Waiver  Petition  No.  HS-76-7J 

OGDENSBURG  BRIDGE  AND  PORT 
AUTHORITY 

Petition  for  Exemption  From  Hours  of 
Service  Act 

The  Ogdensburg  Bridge  and  Port  Au¬ 
thority  has  petitioned  the  Federal  Rail¬ 
road  Administration  pursuant  to  45 
U.S.C.  64a(e)  for  an  exemption,  with  re¬ 
spect  to  certain  employees,  from  the 
Hours  of  Service  Act,  as  amended,  45 
U.S.C.  Secs.  61-64b. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  proceeding  by  submitting 
written  data,  views,  or  comments.  Com¬ 
munications  should  be  submitted  in  trip¬ 
licate  to  the  Docket  Clerk,  Office  of 
Chief  Counsel,  Federal  Railroad  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Attention:  FRA  Waiver  Pe¬ 
tition  No.  HS-76-7,  ^m  5101,  400 
Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590.  Communications  received  before 
November  8, 1976,  will  be  considered  be¬ 
fore  final  action  is  taken  on  this  petition. 
All  c<miment8  received  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons 
during  business  hours  in  Room  5101« 
Nassif  Building,  400  Seventh  Street,  SW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20590. 
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Issued  In  Washington,  D.C,  oii  CX;to- 
ber  4, 1976. 

Donald  W.  Bennett, 
Chairman,  Railroad  Safety  Board, 

[FR  Doc.76-30023  Piled  10-13-76:8:46  ami 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  28456] 

EASTERN  AIR  LINES,  INC. 


Hearing  Regarding  Subpart  N  Application 
(Pittsburgh-Atlanta) 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  that  hearing  In 
the  above-entitled  matter  is  assigned  to 
be  held  on  December  8, 1976,  at  9:30  a.m. 
(local  time),  in  Room  1003,  Hearing 
Room  B,  Universal  North  Building,  1875 
Connecticut  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  before  Administrative  Law  Judge 
Richard  V.  Backley. 


Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  October  8, 


1976. 


Robert  L.  Park, 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[PR  Doc.76-30151  PUed  10-13-76:8 :46aml 


entry  into  the  United  States  for  oonsiunp- 
tlon  and  withdrawal  from  warehouse  for 
consumption  of  cotton  textile  products  in 
Category  7.  produced  or  manufactured  in 
Japan,  for  which  the  Japan  Cotton  Textile 
Exporters  Association,  a  trade  association 
authorized  by  the  Government  of  Japan,  had 
not  issued  an  appropriate  export  visa. 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the 
Government  of  Japan  and  with  respect  to 
Imports  of  cotton  textile  products  from 
Japan  have  been  determined  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements  to  involve  foreign  affairs  func¬ 
tions  of  the  United  States.  Therefore,  the 
directions  to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs, 
being  necessary  to  the  implementation  of 
such  actions,  fall  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  to  the  rule-making  provisions  of 
6  U.S.C.  653.  This  letter  wUl  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Sincerely, 

Robert  E.  Shepherd, 
Acting  Chairman,  Committee  for 
the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements,  and  Acting  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Resources 
and  Trade  Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.76-30095  Piled  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  ADMINISTRATION 


COMMITTEE  FOR  THE  IMPLEMEN¬ 
TATION  OF  TEXTILE  AGREEMENTS 

COTTON  VELVETEEN  FROM  JAPAN 
Termination  of  Visa  Requirement 

October  S,  1976. 

On  December  12,  1964,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  (29  FR 
17057)  a  letter  dated  December  8,  1964 
from  the  Chairman,  President’s  Cabinet 
Textile  Advisory  Committee,  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Customs,  establishing  a  visa 
requirement  for  cotton  textile  products 
in  Category  7  (velveteen),  produced  or 
manufactured  in  Japan  and  exported  to 
the  United  States  after  December  31, 
1964.  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
advise  that  the  visa  requirement  is  being 
terminated  by  the  Government  of  Japan, 
effective  on  October  1, 1976. 

Accordingly,  there  is  published  below 
a  letter  of  October  8.  1976  from  the 


SHIPPINGPORT  ATOMIC  POWER 
STATION 

Trespassing  on  Administration  Property 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Energy 
Research  and  Development  Administra¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  '229  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
and  section  104  of  the  Energy  Reorgani- 
zation  Act  of  1974,  as  implemented  by  10 
CFR  Part  860,  published  In  the  Federal 
Register  on  July  9,  1975,  (40  FR  28789, 
29790) ,  prohibits  the  unauthorized  entry, 
as  provided  in  10  CFR  860.3,  and  the  im- 
authorized  introduction  of  weapons  or 
dangerous  materials,  as  provided  in  10 
CFR  860.4,  into  or  upon  the  Shippingport 
Atomic  Power  Station  site  of  the  Energy 
Research  and  Development  Administra¬ 
tion,  said  site  being  a  tract  of  land 
located  in  the  Borough  of  Shippingport, 
Beaver  County,  Commonwealth  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  the  aforesaid  tract  being  more 
particularly  described  as  follows: 


Chairman  of  the  Committee  for  the  Im¬ 
plementation  of  Textile  Agreements  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Customs  cancelling 
the  directive  of  December  8,  1964. 

Robert .E.  Shepherd, 
Acting  Chairman,  Committee 
for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements,  and  Act¬ 
ing  Deputy  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Resources  and  Trade 
Assistance. 

Committee  for  the  Implementation 

OF  Textile  Agreements 

October  8, 1976. 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner:  This  directive 
cancels  and  supersedes,  effective  on  Octo¬ 
ber  1,  1976,  the  directive  of  December  8. 1964 
from  the  Chairman,  President’s  Cabinet  Tex- 
tUe  Advisory  Committee,  which  directed  you 
to  prc^ibit,  effective  on  January  1,  1966, 


Starting  at  a  point  where  the  easterly  line 
of  property  formerly  of  Ohio  River  Coal  Com- 
psmy  (Cook  Tract)  intersects  the  centerline 
of  the  New  Cumberland  and  Pittsburgh  Rail¬ 
road  at  Station  1552  +  01.64,  thence  along  the 
center  line  of  said  railroad  South  40°00'  West 
a  distance  of  395.91  feet  to  a  point  of 
tangency  at  Station  1548  +  05.73:  thence  con¬ 
tinuing  along  the  center  line  of  said  railroad 
in  a  southwesterly  direction  on  the  arc  of 
a  circle  having  a  radius  of  3274.17  fe^  a  dis- 
stance  of  1271.34  feet  to  a  point:  thence 
North  38’>00'  West  a  distance  of  101.13  feet 
to  a  point  of  beginning:  thence  from  said 
point  of  beginning  in  a  southwesterly  direc¬ 
tion  by  the  arc  of  a  circle  having  a  radius  of 
3174.17  feet  a  distance  of,  218.77  feet  to  a, 
railroad  spike  which  is  100  feet  from  the 
center  line  of  said  railroad:  thence  South 
52*00'  West  a  distance  of  165.14  feet  to  an 
oak  hub:  thence  North  38*00'  West  a  dis¬ 
tance  of  47.53  feet  to  a  railroad  spike  which 
is  100  feet  from  the  center  line  of  said  rail¬ 
road;  thence  in  a  southwesterly  direction  by 
the  arc  of  a  circle  having  a  radius  of  3174.17 
feet  a  distance  of  140.36  feet  to  a  railroad 


spike  which  is  100  feet  frmn  the  center  line 
of  said  raUrocwl;  thence  by  a  line  crossing 
said  railroad  South  38*00'  East  a  distance  of 
210.00  feet  to  an  iron  pin;  thence  South 
69*45'  West 'a  distance  of  170.00  feet  to  an 
iron  pin;  thence  north  84*46'  West  a  distance 
of  296.00  feet  to  an  iron  pin  which  is  5.68  feet 
from  center  line  oA  said  railroad;  thence  by 
a  line  crossing  said  railroad  North  11*19'40" 
West  a  distance  of  216.81  feet  to  a  point; 
thence  North  52*00'  East  a  distance  of  376.45 
feet  to  a  point;  thence  North  38*00'  West  a 
distance  of  229.11  feet  to  a  point;  thence 
South  83*00'  East  a  distance  of  172.53  feet 
to  a  point;  thence  Sou^  38*00'  East  a  dis¬ 
tance  of  152.18  feet  to  a'  point;  thence  North 
52*00'  East  a  distance  of  231.00  feet  to  a 
point;  thence  North  38*00'  West  a  distance 
of  6.00  feet  to  a  point;  thence  North  52*00' 
EaM  a  distance  of  86.76  feet  to  a  point; 
thfcce  South  38*00'  East  a  distance  of  54.35 
feet  to  a  point;  thence  North  52*00'  East  a 
distance  of  45.78  feet  to  a  point;  thence 
South  38*00'  East  a  distance  of  120.00  feet  to 
a  point;  thence  South  62*00'  West  a  distance 
of  42.00  feet  to  a  point;  thence  South  38*00' 
East  a  distance  of  48.62  feet  to  a  railroad 
spike,  thence  South  52*00'  West  a  distance 
of  29.04  feet  to  a  railroad  spike;  thence  South 
38*00'  East  a  distance  of  116.19  feet  to  a 
raUroad  spike  at  place  of  beginning.  Con¬ 
taining  7.0298  acres. 

Notices  stating  the  pertinent  prohibi¬ 
tions  of  10  CFR  860.3  and  860.4  and  the 
penalties  of  10  CT’R  860.5  will  be  posted 
at  all  entrances  of  said  tract  and  aU  in¬ 
tervals  along  its  perimeter  as  provided  in 
10  CFR  860.6. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  day  of 
October  5,  1976. 

Alfred  D.  Starbird, 
Assistant  Administrator 
for  National  Security. 

[FR  Doc.76-30066  FUed  10-13-76;  8: 46  am] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[FCC  76-9361 

UHF  TRANSLATOR  LICENSEES 
Acceptance  of  Political  Advertising 
October  8,  1976. 

In  recent  months,  the  Commission  has 
received  inquiries  and  a  complaint  aris¬ 
ing  out  of  the  origination  by  the  li¬ 
censees  of  UHF  translator  stations  of 
paid  political  advertisements.  UHF  trans¬ 
lator  stations  are  presently  permitted  to 
originate  visual  slide  annoimcements 
not  exceeding  30  seconds  per  hour  for 
the  purpose  of  soliciting  or  acknowledg¬ 
ing  local  public  financial  support.  Orig¬ 
ination  of  slides  containing  commercial 
advertising  is  permitted.  The  Commis¬ 
sion,  however,  did  not  consider  the  orig¬ 
ination  by  translators  of  political  ad¬ 
vertising.  The  nature  of  translators  and 
the  limitations  presently  imposed  on 
local  origination  by  UHF  translators 
make  it  extremely  difiBcult  for  translator 
licensees  to  comply  with  section  315  of 
the  Communications  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  relating  to  political  ad¬ 
vertising  by  other  types  of  broadcast 
stations. 

For  the  foregoing  reasons,  the  Com¬ 
mission  reminds  all  UHF  translator  li¬ 
censees  that,  if  they  Intend  to  originate 
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NOTICES 


political  advertisements,  they  will  be  ex¬ 
pected  to  comply  strictly  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  315  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act. 

This  notice  is  being  mailed  to  all  li¬ 
censees  of  UHF  translator  stations. 

Action  by  the  Commission  October  7, 
1976.  Commissioners  Wiley  (Chairman), 
Lee,  Hooks,  Quello,  Washburn  and  Fog¬ 
arty  with  Commissioner  White  not  i>ar- 
ticipating. 

Federal  Communications 

COBCMISSION, 

-  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-30092  Filed  10-13-76:8:46  amj 


Appendix  to  this  Notice  were  filed  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Administration’s  Of¬ 
fice  of  Exceptions  and  Appeals. 

Under  the  FEA’s  procedural  regula¬ 
tions.  10  CFR  Part  205,  any  person  who 
wUl  be  aggrieved  by  the  FEA  action 
sought  in  8u<h  cases  may  file  with  the 
FEA  written  comments  on  the  applica¬ 
tion  within  ten  days  of  service  of  notice, 
as  prescribed  in  the  procedural  regula¬ 


tions.  For  purposes  of  those  regulations, 
the  date  of  service  of  notice  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  Notice  or  the  date  of  receipt  by  an 
aggrieved  person  of  actual  notice,  which¬ 
ever  occurs  first. 

Dated:  October  7,  1976. 

Michael  F.  Butler, 

General  Counsel. 


Appendix. — Lixt  of  casts  received  hy  the  Office  of  Exceptions  and  Appeals,  week  of 
Sept.  17  through  Sept.  S4, 1976 


Name  and  location  of  applicant 


Type  of  submission 


Sept.  17, 1976  R.  O.  Bragg,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  (If  Kianted:  R.  O.  Bra^  FKE-SHl 
would  be  assigned  a  new,  lower  priced  supplier  of  motor 
gasoline  to  replace  its  ba.<)e  period  supplier.  Lion  Oil  Co.) 

l>o .  C.  D,  Hollingsworth  &  Associates,  Natchez,  Miss.  (If  rEA-0[*54 

granted:  The  FEA’s  Aug.  31.  1976,  decision  and  order 
would  be  rescinded  and  Hollingsworth  would  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  reduce  the  ba.se  production  control  level  for 
three  wells  which  it  operate  in  the  South  Providence 
Field,  Franklin  County,  Miss.) 

Do. .  Doric  Petroleum,  Inc.  (Newcastle),  Washington,  D.C.  (If  FEE-3140 

granted:  Doric  Petroleum,  Inc.,  would  be  permitted  to 
increase  its  prices  for  natural  ^  liquid  products  pro¬ 
duced  at  its  Newcastle  plant  to  reflect  nonproduct  cost 
increases  in  excess  of  $0.()b5/gal.) 

Do .  Marathon  Oil  Co.,  Findley,  Ohio  (If  granted:  FEA  region  FEA-0955 

V’s  Aug.  20,  1976,  assignment  order  would  be  rescinded 
and  Miuatbon  Oil  Co.  would  not  be  assigned  as  the  ba.so 
period  supplier  of  motor  gasoline  to  Beukema  Petroleum 
Co.) 

Do . Maurice  L.  Brown  Co.,  Kan.sas  City,  Mo.  (If  granted:  FEE-31.39  Extension  of  relief  granted 

Maurice  L.  Brown  Co.  would  receive  an  extension  of  the  in  Maurice  L.  Brown 

price  relief  granted  in  FEA’s  May  21, 1976,  decision  and  Co.,  3  FEA  par.  83,196 

order  and  crude  oil  produced  from  the  East  Btroup  Pme  (May  21, 1976). 

Sand  Unit  would  continue  to  be  sold  at  the  upper  tier  ceil¬ 
ing  price.) 

I>o .  Bun  Oas  Co.,  Dedlas,  Tex.  (If  granted:  Sun  Oas  Co.  would  FEE-  Price  exception 

be  permitted  to  increase  its  fu-ices  for  natural  gas  liquid  81.43—  212.165). 

products  to  reflect  nonproduct  cost  increases  in  excess  of  Fee-3145 
l0.005/gal  at  its  Bayou  Sale,Xevelland,  and  Van  natural 
gas  iHoeessing  plants.) 

Do . Joe  Webster,  W.  Oil  Co.),  Casper,  Wyo.  (If  granted:  Joe  FEE-3142  Extension  of  price  relief 

Webster(J.W.  Oil  Co.),  would  receive  an  extension  of  the  granted  in  Joe  Webster 

'  price  relief  granted  in  the  FEA’s  Aug.  19, 1976,  decision  (J.  W.  OU  Co.),  4  FEA 

and  order  and  crude  oil  produced  from  the  Buffalo  016999  par.  83,060  (Aug.  19, 

(a)  Lease  would  be  sold  at  upper  tier  ceiliiuprices.)  ''  1976). 

Sept.  20, 1976.  Cotton  Petnffeum  Corp.  (If  granted:  The  FEA’s  Aug.  19,  FEA-0957  Appi^  of  FEA’s  decision 

1976,  decision  and  order  would  be  rescinded  and  the  and  ta-der  in  cotton 

working  interest  owners  of  the  North  Ooose  Lake  Unit  Petroleum  Corp.,  4  FEA 

would  be  permitted  to  sell  at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices  a  par.  83,045  (Aug.  19, 

•  sufficient  quantity  of  crude  oil  to  enable  them  to  recover  1976). 

Uie  increased  operating  expenses  which  they  have  in¬ 
curred  rince  May  15, 19^.) 

Do . Diamond  Coal  A  Oil  Co.,  Chicago,  Ill.  (If  granted:  Dia-  FEE-3148  Exception  from  fliing  re- 

mond  Coal  A  Oil  Co.  would  not  be  required  to  report  quirement. 

data  on  middle  distilates  as  required  by  form  FE  A-P112- 

M-1.) 

Do . National  LP-Gas  Association  and  National  Committee  FEA-0956  Appeal  of  FEA’s  Atig.  20, 

on  Propane  Allocation  and  Price  Regulations,  Arlington,  1976,  propane  assigtuuent 

Va.  (U  granted:  The  FEA’s  Aug.  2^  1976,  decision  and  *  order  issued  to  Northern 

order  would  be  rescinded  and  Northern  UUnois  Gas  Co.  Illinois  Gas  Cu. 

would  not  be  assigned  a  base  period  use  of  251 ,250  bbl  of 
propane  for  use  as  Btu  enrichment  at  its  Aux  Sable  SN  O 
focility.) 

Do . Oil  Patch  Leasing  Corp.,  Borger,  Tex.  (If  granted:  Oil  FEE-3147  Price  exception  (sec.  212.- 

Patch  Leasing  Corp.'s  KiUough  *‘A”  Lease  would  be  74). 

classified  as  a  stripper  well  lease.) 

Do . John  M.  Wigley,  Casper,  Wyo.  (If  granted:  Crude  ofl  pro-  FEE-3146  Price  exception  (sec-.  212.- 

duoed  from  the  Newton  Federal  well  located  in  Campbell  73). 

County,  Wyo.,  would  be  sold  at  upper  tier  ceiling  imces.) 

Sept.  21,1976  Midcoast  Aviation  Services,  Inc.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  (u granted;  FEA-0958  Appeal  of  FEA’s  decision 
The  FEA’s  Aug.  27,  1976,  decision  and  order  would  be  and  order  in  Midcoast 

rescinded  and  Midcoast  would  be  permitted  to  increase  Aviation  Services,  Inc., 

its  selling  prices  for  aviatitm  fuels  above  maximum  per-  4  FEA  par.  . 

missible  Mvels  to  reflect  nonproduct  cost  increases  in-  (Aug.  27, 1976). 

curred  since  May  15, 1973.) 

Do . Mike’s  MobOs  Service.  Howell,  Mich.  (If  granted:  Mike’s  FEE-3149  Exception  to  change  sup- 

Mobile  Service  would  be  assigned  a  new,  lower  priced  [flier  (sec.  211.9). 

.  supplier  of  motor  gasoline  to  replace  its  ba,se  period  sup¬ 
plier,  McPherson  Oil  Co.) 

Do .  Sundance  Oil  Co.,  Denver,  Colo.  (If  granted:  The  FBA’s  FEA-0959  Appeal  of  FEA’s  decision 

Aug.  6,  1976,  decision  and  order  would  be  rescinded  and  and  order  in  Sunda^ 

Sundance  would  be  permitted  to  sell  the  crude  oil  which  Oil  Co_  4  FEA  par. 

it  produced  from  the  Weigand  Lease  prior  to  Feb.  1, 1976  _ (Aug.  6, 1976). 

Sept.  22, 1076  JAW  Refining,  Inc.,  Dallas,  Tex.  (If  granted;  JAW  Re-  FEE-3151  Allocation  exception  (see. 
fining,  Inc.,  would  be  relieved  of  any  obligation  to  pur-  211.67(])(2))^ 

chase  entitlements  under  sec.  211 .670)  (3).) 

Do . Northern  Illinois  Oas  Cq^  Washington,  D.C.  (If  granted:  FEA-0960 

The  FEA’s  Aug.  20,  1676,  decision  and  order  would  be 
rescinded  and  a  determination  would  be  made  that  the 
FEA  has  no  legal  authority  to  r^ulate  the  allocation  of 
natural  gas  liquids.  In  the  alternative.  Northern  Illinois 
Gas  Co.  would  be  assigned  a  permanent  base  period  use  of 
251,250  bbl  of  mopane  for  use  as  Btu  enrichment  of  its 
Aux  Sable  BN  G  focility  and  San  Juan  Oil  Co.  would  be 
designated  as  the  base  period  supplier.) 


Exception  to  change  sii|>- 
pUer  (sec.  211.9). 

Appeal  of  FEA’s  decision 
and  order  in  C.  D.  Hol- 
ingsworth  A  Associates, 

4  FEA  par.  .. _ 

(Aug.  31,  1976). 

Price  exception  (sc-. 
212.165). 


WORLD  ADMINISTRATIVE  RADIO  CON¬ 
FERENCE  (WARC)  INDUSTRY^  ADVISORY 

COMMITTEE 

Partially  Closed  Meeting 

A  meeting  of  the  Advisory  Committee 
to  the  FCC  Steering  Committee  for 
WARC-1979  Preparations  will  be  held 
on  Monday,  November  1,  1976  at  9:30 
A.M.  The  meeting  will  take  place  in  Room 
8210  of  the  Commission’s  ofQces  at  2025 
M  Street,  NWL,  Washington,  D.C. 

’The  agenda  for  this  meeting  will  con¬ 
sist  of  the  following: 

(1)  Update  of  1979  WARC-related  acUvltlee; 

(2)  Considmitlon  of  certain  allocation  Jus¬ 

tifications  and  proposals  submitted  by 
non-Gov^nment  and  Government  in¬ 
terests. 

The  purpose  of  the  second  item.  Allo¬ 
cation  Proposals  and  Justification,  is  to 
attempt  to  reconcile  confiicting  Federal 
Government  and  non-Govemment  fre¬ 
quency  requirements.  Portions  of  this 
item  will  involve  discussion  of  classified 
materials  submitted  by  agencies  of  the 
Executive  Branch  to  support  (!)  the 
OflBce  of  Telecommunications  Policy  re¬ 
quest  for  an  additional  100  MHz  of  spec¬ 
trum  in  the  100-1215  MHz  band,  and  (2) 
other  anticipated  future  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  requirements.  Accordingly, 
those  portions  of  Uie  second  item  which 
are  devoted  to  discussion  of  classified 
information  as  defined  In  section  552(b) 
(1),  Title  5  of  the  U.S.  Code  will  be 
closed  to  the  public.  Other  portions  of 
the  meeting  will  be  open.  Further  In¬ 
formation  concerning  this  meeting  may 
be  obtained  by  calling  632-7025. 

Federal  Communications 

CkJMMISSION, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-30093  Piled  10-13-76;8:46  am] 


Appeal  of  FEA  rtv(iun  Vs 
Aug.  20, 1976,  assignment 
order. 


FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

CASES  FILED  WITH  THE  OFFICE  OF 
EXCEPTIONS  AND  APPEALS 

Weekof  September  17  Through 
^ptember  24, 1976 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  during  the 
week  of  September  17  through  Septem¬ 
ber  24, 1976  the  appeals  and  applications 
for  exceptlcm  cm*  other  r^lef  listed  In  the 


Appeal  of  FEA’s  Aug.  20, 
1976,  [ropane  assignmenx 
order  issued  to  Northern 
Illinois  Gas  Co. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  200— THURSDAY,  OCTOBER  14,  1976 


NOTICES 


45045 


» 


Name  and  location  of  applicant 


Case  No; 


Type  of  sabmJssiMt 


I>o . Pioneer  Operations  Co.,  Ine.,  Russell,  Ejms.  (If  granted: 

Crude  oil  produced  from  a  well  to  be  drilled  on  the  Dalton 
lease  would  be  sold  at  exempt  prices  rather  than  upper 
tier  ceiling  prices.) 

Do .  Southland  OH  Co.,  Jackson,  Miss.  (If  granted:  Southland 

OH  Co.  would  receive  a  temporary  stay  which  would 
relieve  the  firm  of  the  requirement  that  it  purchase  en- 
titlemente  valued  at  $706,466.20  by  Sept.  30,  1976,  as  in¬ 
dicated  on  the  FEA’s  entitlement  notice  for  July  1976.) 

Do . John  B.  Walker,  Jackson,  Miss.  (If  granted:  John  B.  Walker 

would  be  permitted  to  charge  prices  for  diesel  fuel  during 
the  period  between  Nov.  1,  1973,  and  Apr.  8, 1974,  above 
the  maximum  level  permitted  under  the  mandatory 
petroleiun  price  regulations.) 

Bei»t.  23, 1976  Mid-America  Refining  Co.,  Chanute,  Kans.  (If  granted: 

The  FEA’s  July  22,  1976,  decision  and  order  would 
bo  rescinded  and  Mid-America  Refining  Co.  would  be 
permitted  to  retroactively  use  an  adjusted  May  15,  1973, 
pirioe  in  calculating  the  maximum  aUowable  price  for  No. 

/  2  diesel  fuel  under  the  mandatory  petroleum  price  regu¬ 

lations.) 

Do . Shell  Oil  Co.,  Houston,  Tex.  (If  granted:  Shell  OH  Co. 

'  would  be  permitted  to  use  the  actual  May  1973  purchase 
cost  of  naphtha  in  computing  its  base  period  price.) 

Do . Sound  Refining,  Inc.,  Tacoma,  Wash.  (If  granted:  Sound 

Refining,  Inc.,  would  receive  an  exception  from  the 
entitlements  program  which  would  relieve  the  firm  of  any 
obli^tion  to  purchase  entitlements  during  the  remainder 
of  1976.) 


[PR  Doc.76-29926  Piled  10-7-76;  11 :27  am] 


FEE-3153 

Price  Exception 
212.74). 

(see; 

FST-0014 

Request  Iw  temporary 
stay. 

FEE-3150 

Price  exception 
212.93). 

(sec. 

FEA-096I 

Appeal  o(  FEA’s  decision 

and  order 
America  Refinin 
FEA  par.  83,014  ( 
1976). 


Price  exception  (sec. 
212.83(c)  (2)  (Hi)  (d)). 

Exception  from  the  entitle¬ 
ments  program  (211.67).- 


COAL  INDUSTRY  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Public 
Law  92-463,  86  Stat.  770),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Coal  Industry  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  will  meet  Thursday, 
November  4,  1976,  10  a.m..  Conference 
Room  B,  Departmental  Auditorium,  Old 
Labor  Building,  Constitution  Avenue  be¬ 
tween  12th  and  14th  Streets,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

The  Committee  was  established  to  as¬ 
sist  the  Administrator,  PEA,  in  encour¬ 
aging  the  expansion  of  a  readily-usable 
energy  source — coal — and  maintaining  a 
fair  and  reasonable  consumer  price  for 
such  supplies.  The  Committee  shall  also 
advise  on  technical  arid  economic  factors 
affecting  the  coal  industry. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  is  as 
follows: 

1.  Roport  on  Coal  Mine  Expansion  Study. 

2.  Status  of  ESECA  (Coal  Supply  Availa- 
bUity) . 

3.  Implications  of  Clean  Air  Act  Amend¬ 
ments. 

4.  Report  on  Coal  Finance  Workshop. 

6.  Status  of  Coal  Mine  Loan  Guarantee 
Program. 

6.  Progress  Report  on  ConRail  Study. 

7.  General  Discussion  and  Public  Com¬ 
ment. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  The 
Chairman  of  the  CJommitt^  is  em¬ 
powered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in  a 
fashion  that  will,  in  his  judgment,  facili¬ 
tate  the  orderly  conduct  of  business.  Any 
member  of  the  public  who  wishes  to  file 
a  written  statement  with  the  Commit¬ 
tee  will  be  permitted  to  do  so,  either 
before  or  after  the  meeting.  Members  of 
the  public  who  wish  to  make  oral  state¬ 
ments  should  Inform  Lois  Weeks,  Di¬ 
rector,  Advisory  Committee  Manage¬ 
ment,  (202)  566-7022,  at  least  5  days 
before  the  meeting  and  reasonable  pro¬ 
vision  will  be  made  for  their  appear¬ 
ance  on  the  agenda. 

/ 


Further  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  the  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Management  Office. 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Office,  Room 
2107,  Federal  Energy  Administration, 
12th  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  Oc¬ 
tober  7,  1976. 

Michael  F.  Butler, 
General  Counsel. 


[PR  Doc.76-30030  Filed  10-8-76;  10:47  am] 

EAST  COAST  RESIDUAL  FUEL  OIL 
MARKET 

Public  Hearing  and  Opportunity  for  Public 
Comment 

On  March  29,  1976  FEA  adopted 
amendments^  to  its  domestic  crude  oil 
allocation  program  (the  “entitlements 
program”)  which,  inter  alia,  provided  for 
the  issuance  of  entitlements  to  importers 
of  residual  fuel  oil  into  the  East  Coast 
and  an  entitlement  loss  for  domestic  re¬ 
finers  with  respect  to  residual  fuel  oil 
produced  for  sale  in  the  East  Coast.  Two 
principal  regulatory  changes  necessitated 
FEA’s  adoption  of  these  particular 
amendments.  The  first  was  the  removal 
in  December  1975  of  the  $2  per  barrel 
supplemental  Import  fee  on  crude  oil,  and 
the  second  was  the  rollback  in  domestic 
crude  oil  prices  under  the  Energy  Policy 
and  Conservation  Act,  which  was  effec¬ 
tive  February  1,  1976.  The  combined  ef¬ 
fect  of  these  changes  was  to  severely  im¬ 
pair  the  ability  of  domestic  marketers  re¬ 
liant  on  foreign  refiners  located  in  the 
Caribbean  (which  produce  approximately 
60%  of  the  residual  fuel  oil  sold  in  the 
East  Coast)  to  complete  with  other  mar¬ 
keters  supplied  by  domestic  refiners  In 
that  market  area,  since  the  theoretical 
crude  cost  advantage  for  domestic  refin¬ 
ers  was  increased  to  approximately  $3 
per  barrel. 


The  March  29  amendments  adopted  by 
FFIA  basically  provided  for  entitlement 
adjustments  with  respect  to  residual  fuel 
oil  Imported  into  or  produced  by  a  do¬ 
mestic  refiner  for  sale  in  the  Bureau  of 
Mines  East  Coast  Petroleum  Refining 
District  (the  “East  Coast  market”) .  com¬ 
mencing  with  such  imports  and  produc¬ 
tion  in  February  1976.  The  East  Coast 
market  includes  the  states  within  PAD 
District  1  (except  for  the  State  of  West 
Virginia  and  certain  counties  in  Western 
New  York  and  Pennsylvania)  and  does 
not  include  Puerto  Rico  or  the  U.S.  Vir¬ 
gin  Islands.  Under  these  amendments, 
imports  of  residual  fuel  oil  into  the  East 
Coast  market  result  in  the  issuance  to 
the  importer  of  record  of  a  factional  en¬ 
titlement  per  barrel  equal  to  30%  of  the 
fractional  entitlement  value  for  each 
barrel  of  crude  oil  included  in  a  refiner’s 
crude  oil  runs  to  stills  in  the  month  in 
month  in  which  the  Import  takes  place. 
As  to  domestically  refined  residual  fuel 
oil  produced  for  sale  into  the  East  Coast 
market,  the  refiner  loses  50%  of  the  ap¬ 
plicable  crude  oil  fractional  entitlement 
value  for  each  barrel  of  residual  fuel  oil 
so  produced  in  excess  of  the  first  5,000 
barrels  per  day  (B/D) .  The  net  effect  of 
these  adjustmaits  is  to  preserve  for  do¬ 
mestic  refiners  a  theoretical  crude  cost 
advantage  equal  to  20%  of  the  per  barrel 
crude  oil  entitlement  value  for  the  month 
in  question  (with  an  entitlement  value 
of  $2.80,  for  example,  this  advantage 
would  be  equal  to  560) . 

FEA  stated  that  its  rationale  for 
adoption  of  these  adjustments  was : 

*  *  *  that  a  mcHre  substantial  entitlement 
deduction  as  to  dmnestlc  residual  fuel  oil 
production  would  likely  result  In  price  In¬ 
creases  for  this  product  on  the  East  Coast  and 
provide  Incentives  for  domestic  refinem  to 
reduce  production  of  residual  fuel  oil.  There¬ 
fore,  PEA  has  provided  for  an  entitlement 
value  reduction  of  50%  (Instead  of  the  max¬ 
imum  75%  reduction  proposed  as  a  possible 
<q)tlon) . 

FEA  further  stated  that  the  exemption 
of  the  first  5,000  B/D  of  residual  fuel  oil 
production  for  domestic  refiners  would 
serve  as  an  incentive  to  increase  domes¬ 
tic  production  and  would  also  help  to 
maintain  stable  prices  in  the  East  Coast 
maiket  with  decontrol  by  forcing  im¬ 
porters  to  pass  through  tM  amoimt  of 
the  product  entitlement  benefits  in  order 
to  remain  competitive. 

Since  the  adoption  of  these  amend¬ 
ments,  on  September  8,  1976  FEA  held 
public  hearings  in  connection  with  four 
applications  for  exception  relief  request¬ 
ing  specified  increases  In  the  5,000  B/D 
limit  on  residual  fuel  that  may  be  sold 
into  the  East  Coast  market  without  any 
entitlement  loss.  At  this  hearing,  many 
domestic  refiners  pointed  out  that  the 
current  entitlement  advantage  under 
these  adjustments  for  domestic  refiners 
was  not  sufficient  to  permit  Gulf  Coast 
refiners  to  continue  to  sell  Into  the  East 
Coast  market  in  competition  with  for¬ 
eign  refiners  located  in  the  Caribbean. 
Among  the  reasons  given  were  the  lower 
operating  costs  of  foreign  refineries  and 
the  requirement  for  Gulf  Coast  refiners 
to  ship  In  U.S.  flag  vessels. 
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Prices  for  residual  fuel  oil  in  the  East 
Coast  market  have  also  recently  shown 
increases  of  60^  to  100  per  barrel  for 
high  sulfur  residual  fuel  oil  and  40^  to 
50^  for  low  sulfur  residual  fuel  oil  from 
the  prior  levels  prevailing  foUiwing  the 
adoption  of  the  March  29  amendmoits. 

It  is  FEA’s  objective  that  the  value  of 
the  product  Import  entitlements  be 
passed  through  to  domestic  marketers 
and  reflected  in  market  prices  on  the 
East  Coast.  An  underlying  rationale  for 
the  March  29  amendments  was  PEA’s 
conclusion  that  it  was  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest  to  structure  its  regulatory  pro¬ 
gram  so  that,  although  domestic  refiners 
receive  a  competitive  advantage,  the  fi¬ 
nancial  viability  of  Caribbean  refineries 
historically  serving  the  East  Coast,  and 
that  of  the  domestic  marketers  reliant 
on  these  refineries,  would  not  be  im¬ 
periled.  However,  FEA  did  not  intend 
that  these  amendments  would  be  utilized 
to  support  price  increases  by  producer 
governments  and  thus  not  serve  either 
to  reduce  prices  on  the  East  Coast  or  to 
support  the  viability  of  these  mai-keters 
and  refineries. 

When  the  March  29,  1976  amendments 
were  adopted,  FEA  stated  that  before 
the  end  of  1976  it  intended  to  reassess 
the  operation  and  effectiveness  of  the 
entitlements  program  as  so  amended. 
Based  on  the  developments  described 
above,  FEA  believes  that  it  is  now  an  ap¬ 
propriate  time  to  determine  whether  the 
amendments  adopted  in  March  are  hav¬ 
ing  their  intended  effect.  Iherefore,  FEA 
will  hold  a  public  hearing  and  receive 
written  comments  on  the  entitlements 
program  amendments  adopted  on 
March  29  specifically  as  they  currently 
relate  to  the  East  Coast  residual  fuel  oil 
market. 

In  order  to  evaluate  the  Impact  of  its 
regulations  on  the  East  Coast  residual 
fuel  oil  market  in  view  of  its  stated  policy 
objectives,  FEA  requests  that  persons 
commenting  in  this  proceeding  address 
the  following  questions  in  particular: 

1.  Are  the  import  entitlement  benefits 
being  utilized  to  preserve  the  viability 
of  foreign  refining  capacity  in  the  Carib¬ 
bean  and  the  domestic  marketers  reliant 
thereon,  or  are  the  benefits  in  effect  being 
offset  by  price  increases  in  the  imported 
crude  oil  purchased  by  these  refiners  or 
functioning  to  provide  actual  competi¬ 
tive  advantages  to  these  refiners  over 
domestic  refiners? 

2.  In  light  of  FEA’s  separate  proposal 
as  to  modifications  to  the  import  pro¬ 
gram,  is  the  current  advantage  for 
domestic  refiners  sufficient  with  respect 
to  their  sales  of  residual  fuel  oil  in  the 
East  Coast  market? 

3.  Should  different  treatment  be  pro¬ 
vided  for  domestic  refiners  shipping 
residual  fuel  oil  from  the  Gulf  Coast  into 
the  East  Coast  market  than  for  residual 
fuel  oil  actually  produced  on  the  East 
Coast  (including  the  U.S.  Virgin 
Islands)  ? 

4.  Are  the  entitlement  benefits  for  im¬ 
ports  of  residual  fuel  oil  into  the  East 
Coast  market  being  passed  through  to 
consumers? 


5.  Given  the  recent  price  increases  for 
residual  fuel  oil  on  the  East  Coast,  to 
what  extent  do  these  increases  result 
from  the  world-wide  economic  recovery. 
Increased  domestic  demand  or  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  FElA’s  March  29  amendments  In 
this  regard? 

By  separate  letters,  FEA  is  inviting 
the  domestic  refiners  and  marketers  with 
the  most  significant  residual  fuel  oil  sales 
volumes  In  the  East  Coast  market  to 
respond  in  detail  to  the  above  questions 
and  to  give  their  general  analysis  as  to 
the  effect  of  the  March  29  amendments 
on  market  prices  and  the  respective  com¬ 
petitive  positions  of  the  firms  involved. 

A  similar  procedure  was  utilized  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  proposal  for  the  March 
29  amendments,  and  FEA  found  that  the 
information  submitted  under  those  pro- 
cediu-es  was  most  helpful  to  the  Agency 
in  its  analysis  of  the  East  Coast  residual 
fuel  oil  market. 

WRITTEN  COMMENT  AND  PUBLIC  HEARING 
PROCEDURES 

Written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  notice  will  be  ac¬ 
cepted  and  considered  if  filed  by  Octo¬ 
ber  28,  1976.  Comments  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  Executive  Communications, 
Room  3309,  Federal  Energy  Administra¬ 
tion,  Box  JF,  the  Federal  Building,  12th 
and  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20461.  Comments  should  be 
identified  .on  the  outside  of  the  envelope 
and  on  documents  submitted  to  FEA  with 
the  designation,  “East  Coast  Residual 
Fuel  Oil  Adjustments  under  Entitle¬ 
ments  Program.”  Fifteen  copies  should 
be  submitted. 

A  public  hearing  on  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  this  notice  will  be  held  beginning 
at  9:30  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  on  November  3,  1976, 
in  Room  2105,  2000  M  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.,  to  receive  comments 
from  interested  persons. 

Any  person  who  has  an  interest  in 
the  subj^t  matter  of  this  notice,  or  who 
is  a  representative  of  a  group  or  class 
of  persons  which  has  such  an  interest, 
may  make  a  written  request  for  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  make  an  oral  presentation. 
Such  a  request  should  be  directed  to 
Executive  Commimlcations,  FEA,  and 
must  be  received  before  4:30  p.m.,  e.s.t.. 
October  18,  1976.  Such  a  request  may  be 
hand-delivered  to  R<x)m  3309,  Federal 
Building,  12th  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  between  the 
hours  of  8:00  ajn.  and  4:30  p.m.,  e.s.t., 
Monday  through  Friday  The  person 
making  the  request  should  be  prepared 
to  describe  the  interest  concerned;  if  ap¬ 
propriate,  to  state  why  he  or  she  is  a 
proper  representative  of  a  group  or  class 
of  persons  which  has  such  an  interest; 
and  to  give  a  concise  summary  of  the 
proposed  oral  presentation  and^i  phone 
number  where  he  or  she  may  be  reached 
through  November  2,  1976.  Each  person 
selected  to  be  heard  will  be  notified  by 
FEA  before  4:30  pjn.,  es.t,  October  20, 
1976,  and  must  submit  100  copies  of  his 
or  her  statement  to  Allocation  Regula¬ 
tion  Development  Office,  FE3A,  Room 
2214,  2000  M  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 


D.C.,  before  4:30  p.m.,  es.t.,  on  Novem¬ 
ber  2,  1976. 

FEIA  reserves  the  right  to  select  the 
persons  to  be  heard  at  this  hearing,  to 
schedule  their  respective  presentations 
and  to  establish  the  procedures  govern¬ 
ing  the  conduct  of  the  hearing.  Each 
presratation  may  be  limited,  based  on 
the  number  of  persons  requesting  to  be 
heard. 

An  FEA  official  will  be  designated  to 
preside  at  the  hearing.  This  will  not  be  a 
judicial  or  evidentiary-type  hearing. 
Questions  may  be  asked  imly  by  those 
conducting  the  hearing  and  there  will  be 
no  cross-examination  of  persons  present¬ 
ing  statements.  At  the  conclusion  of  all 
initial  oral  statements,  each  person  who 
has  made  an  oral  statement  will  be  given 
the  opportunity,  if  he  or  she  so  desires, 
to  make  a  rebuttal  statement.  The  re¬ 
buttal  statements  will  be  given  in  the  or¬ 
der  in  which  the  initial  statements  were 
made  and  will  be  subject  to  time 
limitations. 

Any  interested  person  may  submit 
questions  to  be  asked  of  any  person  mak¬ 
ing  a  statement  at  the  hearing  to  Execu¬ 
tive  Communications,  PEA,  before  4:30 
p.m.,  ejs.t.,  October  28,  1976,  Any  person 
who  makes  an  oral  statement  and  who 
wishes  to  ask  a  question  at  the  hearing 
may  submit  the  question  in  writing  to 
the  presiding  officer.  FEA,  or  the  pre¬ 
siding  officer  if  the  question  is  submitted 
at  the  hearing,  will  determine  whether 
the  question  Is  relevant,  and  whether 
time  limitations  permit  it  to  be  presented 
for  answer. 

Any  further  procedural  rules  needed 
for  the  proper  conduct  of  the  hearing 
will  •  be  announced  by  the  presiding 
officer. 

Any  information  of  data  considered 
by  the  person  furnishing  it  to  be  con¬ 
fidential  must  be  so  identified  and  sub¬ 
mitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  stated  in  10  CPR  205.9(f). 
FEA  reserves  the  right  to  determine  the 
confidential  status  of  the  Information 
or  data  and  to  treat  it  according  to  its 
determination. 

The  transcript  of  the  public  hearing 
will  be  available  for  public  review  at  the 
FEA,  Freedom  of  Information  Library 
Room  2107,  Federal  Building,  12th  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  between  the  hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and 
4:30  pjn.,  Monday  through  Friday,  ex¬ 
cept  Federal  holidays.  Any  person  may 
purchase  a  copy  of  the  transcript  from 
the  reporter. 

Michael  P.  Butler, 
General  Counsel. 

October  8,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-30158  PUed  10-8-76:4:35  pm] 


WANDA  PETROLEUM  CO. 

Consent  Order 
I,  Introduction 

Pursuant  to  10  CJ'll.  205.197(c),  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration  (FEIA) 
hereby  gives  notice  of  a  Consent  Order 
which  was  executed  between  Wanda 
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Petroleum  Co.  (Wanda)  and  the  FEA  on 
July  30,  1976.  In  accordance  with  that 
Section,  FEA  will  receive  comments  with 
respect  to  this  Consent  Order.  Although 
this  Consent  Order  has  been  signed  and 
tentatively  accepted  by  FEA,  the  FEA 
may,  after  consideration  'of  ccmunents 
received,  withdraw  its  acceptance  and, 
if  appropriate,  attempt  to  negotiate  an 
alternative  Consent  Order. 

II.  The  Consent  Order 

The  Wanda  Petroleum  Co.,  with  its\ 
home  office  located  at  2  Houston  Center, 
Houston,  Texas  77052,  is  a  firm  engaged 
in  the  purchase  and  resale  of  petroleum 
products  subject  to  PEA  regulations. 

As  a  result  of  an  audit  conducted  by 
PEA  of  Wanda’s  pricing  practices  for 
the  period  November  1,  1973  through 
December  31,  1975,  FEA  advised  Wanda 
that  Wanda  had  apparently  charged  its 
purchases  of  propane  prices  in  excess  of 
those  permitted  under  the  Cost  of  Living 
Council  price  rule  in  6  CPR  150.359  and 
the  PEA  price  rule  in  10  CPR  212.93.  FEA 
contended  that  those  overcharges  were 
the  result  of  Wanda’s  errors  in  comput¬ 
ing  its  product  cost  increases  pursuant 
to  10  CTR  212.92  and  212.93  and  in 
establishing  classes  of  purchaser  as  de¬ 
fined  in  10  CPR  212.31. 

In  resolution  of  the  issues  raised  by  the 
audit  results,  FEA  and  Wanda  executed 
a  Consent  Order  on  July  30,  1976,  the 
significant  terms  of  which  are  as  follows : 

(1)  Wanda  shall  refund  the  amcnmts 
charged  to  its  propane  purchasers  in  excess 
of  maximum  lawful  prices  together  with  ap¬ 
propriate  interest.  FEA  has  computed  the 
total  overcharge  (excluding  interest)  at 
$2,103,602.00. 

(2)  All  refunds  and  Interest  payments  will 
be  made  within  90  calendar  days  of  the 
effective  date  of  the  Consent  Order. 

(3)  Wanda  shall  notify  refund  recipients 
that  the  refunds  were  made  pursuant  to 
the  Consent  Order  between  Wanda  and  the 
FEA  and  that  the  amount  refunded  consti¬ 
tutes  a  decrease  in  that  purchaser’s  Increased 
product  costs  for  purposes  of  FEA  price 
regulations. 

(4)  Wanda  shall  calculate  maximum  law¬ 
ful  selling  prices  and  determine  classes  of 
purchaser  only  consistent  with  FEA’s  rules 
and  regulations. 

(6)  The  provisions  of  10  CFR  206.197,  in¬ 
cluding  the  publication  of  this  Notice,  are 
applicable  to  the  Consent  Order. 

m.  Submission  of  Written  Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  com¬ 
ment  on  this  Consent  Order  by  submit¬ 
ting  such  comments  in  writing  to  Mr. 
D.  M.  Fowler,  Regional  Administrator, 
Region  VT,  Federal  Energy  Administra¬ 
tion,  P.O.  Box  35228,  Dallas,  Texas 
75235. 

Copies  of  this  Consent  Order  may  be 
received  free  of  charge  by  written  re¬ 
quest  to  this  same  address  or  by  calling 
(214)  749-7626. 

Comments  should  be  identified  on  the 
outside  of  the  envelope  and  on  docu¬ 
ments  sulHnitted  with  the  designation 
“Comments  on  Wanda  Consent  Order.’’ 
All  comments  received  by  4:30  p.m.  CDT, 
on  or  before  November  15,  1976,  will  be 
considered  by  the  FEA  in  evaluating  the 
Consent  Order. 


Any  information  nr  data  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  person  furnishing  It,  is 
confidential  must  be  identlfled  as  such 
and  submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
prcxiedures  outlined  in  10  CFR  205.9(f). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  Octo¬ 
ber  8,  1976. 

Michael  F.  Butler, 
General  Counsel. 

[PR  Doc.76-30140  PUed  10-8-76;8:46  am] 


Federal  maritime  commission 

BALTIMORE  AND  OHIO  RAILROAD  CO., 
ET  AL. 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,- 1100  L  Street,  N.W., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Ccwnments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  on  or  before  November  3, 
1976.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on 
the  proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimina¬ 
tion  or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  statement  describing  the  discrimi¬ 
nation  or  unfairness  with  particularity. 
If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to 
the  commerce  of  the  United  States  is  al¬ 
leged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth  with 
particularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  det¬ 
riment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company 
United  Brands  Company 

AND 

Maryland  Port  Administration 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by: 

Mr.  Gary  E.  Keocheler,  Director  of  Transpor¬ 
tation,  Maryland  Port  Adq^istration,  19 
South  Charles  Street,  Baltimore,  Maryland 
21201. 

Agreement  No.  T-2439-2,  between  Bal¬ 
timore  and  Ohio  Railroad  C(»npany  (B 
&  O) ,  United  Brands  Company  (United) 
and  Maryland  Port  Administration 
(MPA),  modifies  the  original  agreement 
which  provides  for  the  10-year  lease  to 
United  of  the  “FTuit  Pier’’  located  at  the 
Locust  Point  Marine  Terminal  at  Balti¬ 
more  Harbor,  from  the  MPA  after  pur¬ 
chasing  same  from  the  B  &  O.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  modification  is  to  increase 
the  land  area  facilities  by  one  acre.  As 


compensation.  United  will  pay  $500  per 
month  for  the  additional  land,  s^ject  to 
adjustment.  \ 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  October  8, 1976. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-30143  FUed  10-13-76:8:46  am] 


COMBI  LINE  JOINT  SERVICE 
Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Ccmiments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  on  or  before  November  3, 
1976.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on 
the  proposed  agreement  i^all  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimina¬ 
tion  or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  statement  describing  the  discrimi¬ 
nation  or  unfairness  with  particularity. 
If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to 
the  commerce  of  the  United  States  is  al¬ 
leged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth  with 
particularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  det¬ 
riment  to  commerce.  ' 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  Indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by : 

Edward  Schmeltzer,  Esquire,  Morgan,  Lewis 
&  Bockixis,  1800  M  Street,  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20036. 

Agreement  No.  9929-2  amends  the 
basic  agreement  of  the  above-named 
joint  service  to  (1)  reflect  the  name 
change  of  Holland-America  Line  to  In¬ 
tercontinental  Transport  (ICTT)  B.  V.; 
(2)  add  Compagnie  Generale  Transat- 
lantique  (EXIT)  as  a  party  thereto;  (3) 
retain  a  CJombi  Line  LASH  service  oper¬ 
ated  jointly  by  Hapag-Uoyd,  IC)T  and 
CGT  with  LASH  vessels  and  supplemen¬ 
tary  space  on  conventional  ships  and 
adding  Scandinavia  and  the  Baltic  to 
the  scope  thereof;  (4)  establish  a  co-or¬ 
dinated  container  whereby  Hapag-Uoyd, 
IC!T  and  C?GT  would  cross-charter  space 
on  each  other’s  containerships  operating 
in  the  trade  and  adding  Mexican  ports 
to  the  scope  thereof;  and  (5)  change  the 
proportions  each  party  will  share  in  the 
expenses  of  the  service. 
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By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  October  8, 1976. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-30144  Plied  10-13-76:8:45  ami 


INTERCONTINENTAL  TRANSPORT  (ICT) 
B.V.  AND  COMPAGNIE  GENERALE 
TRANSATLANTIQUE 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  N.W., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
FTancisco,  California  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  November  3, 
1976.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on 
the  proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by 
a  statement  describing  the  discrimina¬ 
tion  or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If 
a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  alleged, 
the  statement  shall  set  forth  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by ; 

Edward  Schmeltzer,  Esquire,  Morgan,  Lewis 

&  Bocklus,  1800  M  Street.  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20036. 

Agreement  No.  10266  between  Inter¬ 
continental  Transport  (ICTT)  B.  V.  and 
Compagnie  Generate  Transatlantique  is 
a  joint  marketing  agreement  whereby  the 
parties  will  maintain  a  Joint  marketing 
service  for  the  solicitation  and  booking 
of  cargo  in  the  trade  between  Mexican 
ports;  United  States  ports  on  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico  and  South  Atlantic  Coast  on  the 
one  hand;  and  ports  in  Europe  (includ¬ 
ing  the  United  Kingdom,  Eire,  Scandi¬ 
navia  and  the  Baltic)  on  the  other  hand. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated;  October  8, 1976. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

IPR  Doc.76-S0145.Plled  10-13-76:8:46  am] 


MALAYSIA  OVERSEAS  LINES,  LTD. 

Order  of  Revocation 

In  the  matter  of  Certificate  of  Finan¬ 
cial  Responsibility  for  Indemnification  of 
Passengers  for  Nonperformance  of 
Transporation  No.  P-61  and  Certificate 
of  Financial  Responsibility  to  Meet  Li¬ 
ability  Incurred  for  Death  or  Injury  to 
passengers  or  Other  Persons  on  Voyages 
No.  C-1,055.  Malaysia  Overseas  Lines, 
Ltd.  (Orient  Overseas  Line)  c/o  Orient 
Overseas  Services,  Inc.  510  Montgomery 
Street  San  Francisco,  California  94111. 

Whereas,  Malaysia  Overseas  Lines, 
Ltd.  and/or  Orient  Overseas  Lines,  Inc. 
(Orient  Overseas  Line)  have  ceased  to 
operate  the  passenger  vessel  ORIENTAL 
HERO  to  and  from  United  States  ports; 
and 

Whereas,  Certificate  (Performance) 
No.  P-61  and  Certificate  (Casualty)  No. 
C-1,055  covering  the  Oriental  Hero  have 
been  returned  for  revocation. 

It  is  ordered,  that  Certificate  (Per- 
formMice)  No.  P-61  and  Certificate 
(Casualty)  No.  C-1,055  issued  to  Malay¬ 
sia  Overseas  Lines  Ltd.  (Orient  Overseas 
Line) ,  reissued  to  Malaysia  Overseas 
Lines,  Ltd.  and/or  CHiinese  Maritime 
Trust,  Ltd.  (Orient  Overseas  Line)  and 
reissued  to  Malaysia  Overseas  Lines,  Ltd. 
and/or  Orient  Overseas  Line,  Inc.  (Ori¬ 
ent  Overseas  Line)  covering  the  Oriental 
Hero  be  and  are  hereby  revoked  effective 
October  6, 1976. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  Order  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  served  on  certificants. 

By  the  Commission,  October  6,  1976. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-30142  FUed  10-13-76:8:45  am) 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Project  No.  620] 

ALASKA  PACKERS  ASSOCMTION 
Issuance  of  Annual  Licen$e(s) 

October  5,  1976. 

On  November  4,  1974,  Alaska  Packers 
Association,  Licensee  for  the  Chlgnik 
Project  No.  620,  located  in  the  vicinity  of 
Chignik,  Third  Judicial  Division,  Alaska, 
filed  an  application  for  a  new  license 
under  the  I^eral  Power  Act  and  Com¬ 
mission  Regulations  thereimder. 

ITie  license  for  Project  No.  620  w’as  is¬ 
sued  effective  October  5,  1950,  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  ending  October  4,  1975.  Since  the 
original  date  of  expiration,  the  project 
has  been  under  an  annual  license,  which 
will  expire  on  October  4,  1976.  In  order 
to  authorize  the  continued  operation  and 
maintenance  of  the  project  pursuant  to 
the  Federal  Power  Act,  pending  Commis¬ 
sion  action  on  Licensee’s  application,  it  Is 
appropriate  and  in  the  public  interest  to 
issue  an  annual  license  to  the  Alaska 
Packers  Association. 

Take  notice  that  an  annual  license  is 
issued  to  The  Alaska  Packers  Associa¬ 
tion  under  the  Federal  Power  Act  for  the 
period  October  5,  1976,  to  October  4, 


1977,  or  until  the  issuance  of  a  new  li¬ 
cense  for  the  project,  whichever  cmnes 
first,  for  the  continued^  operation  and 
maintenance  of  the  Project  No.  620,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  terms  and  conditions  of  its 
present  license.  Take  further  notice  that 
if  issuance  of  a  new  license  does  not 
take  place  bn  or  befcn^  October  4,  1977, 
a  new  annual  license  will  be  issued  each 
year  thereafter,  effective  October  5  of 
each  year,  until  such  time  as  a  new  li¬ 
cense  is  issued,  without  further  notice 
being  given  by  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  DOC.7C- 30068  Filed  10-13-76:8:45  ami 


(Docket  Nos.  RI76-157,  RI76-158,  RI76- 159, 
RI76^160,  RI76-1611 

BRIDWELL  OIL  CO..  ET  AL. 

Petition  for  Special  Relief 

October  6,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  3, 1976 
Valley  Gas  Transmission,  Inc.  (Peti¬ 
tioner),  3430  Entex  Building,  Houston, 
Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket  Nos.  RI76- 
157,  RI76-158,  RI76-159,  RI76-160,  and 
RI76-161  a  petition  for  special  relief  on 
behalf  of  the  producers  listed  in  the 
caption'  from  the  ceiling  rates  pre¬ 
scribed  in  Opinion  No,  742-A,  issued 
June  27,  1976,  pursuant  to  Sections  4 
and  5  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  as 
amended,  and  Section  2.76  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure. 

By  affidavit  attached  to  supporting  ap¬ 
pendices  containing  data  relating  to 
Order  No.  551  issued  June  29,  1976,  en¬ 
titled  “Expediting  Processing  Of  Peti¬ 
tions  For  Special  Relief  Under  §  2.76”, 
Petitioner  states  that  such  supporting 
data  warrants  rates  ranging  from  73.3 
cents  per  Mcf  to  196.4  cents  per  Mcf  to 
continue  production  or  possible  rework¬ 
ing  or  recompletion  of  wells.  Petitioner 
further  states  that  one  producer  has 
stopped  producing  gas  from  a  two  zone 
well  and  two  other  producers  have  ex¬ 
pressed  intention  to  plug  and  abandon 
four  wells. 

Petitioner  contends  that  mounting 
economic  losses  would  ultimately  result 
in  such  existing  production  being  shut 
in,  thereby  reducing  present  supply  de¬ 
liveries  by  20  percent  or  3,000  Mcf  per 
day.  Accordingly,  in  addition  to  the  above 
special  relief  requested.  Petitioner  re¬ 
quests  permission  to  continue  paying  the 
indicated  producers  at  currently  effective 
contract  rates  (ranging  from  43.1  cents 
per  Mcf  to  55.9  cents  per  Mcf)  without 
incurring  potential  refund  liability 
pending  Commission  action  on  the  indi¬ 
cated  special  relief  requests  and  that  the 
ceiling  rate  of  35  cents  per  Mcf  pre¬ 
scribed  in  Opinion  No.  742-A  be  waived. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 


^  Glen  A.  Martin,  et  al..  Docket  No.  RI76- 
134  and  Jack  M.  WoUe,  Docket  No.  RI7&-1S7 
petitions  for  special  relief  have  been  previ¬ 
ously  noticed  and  filed. 
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said  petition  should  on  or  before  Octo¬ 
ber  26.  1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CJPJEl.  1.8  or  1.10).  All  pro¬ 
tests  filed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
considerei  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  party  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding,  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein,  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules. 

Kennzth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.76-30054  FUed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


{Docket  No.  CP63-188  (Phase  II)  | 

CITIES  SERVICE  GAS  CO. 

Petition  To  Amend 

OCTOBES  6.  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  27, 1976, 
Cities  Service  Gas  Company  (Petition¬ 
er),  P.O.  Box  25128,  Oklahoma  C?ity, 
Oklahoma  73125,  fil^  in  Docket  No. 
CP63-188  (Phase  ID  a  petition  to  amend 
the  order  of  December  30.  1963,  as 
amended,  issuing  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  in  said  docket 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  by  which  petition  Petitioner 
requests  authorization  to  expand  the  fa¬ 
cilities  in  the  Webb  Storage  Field,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  to 
amend  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

Petitioner  states  that  by  the  order  of 
December  30,  1963,  issued  in  the  instant 
docket,  as  amended.  Petitioner  Is  author¬ 
ized  to  construct  and  operate  the  Webb 
Storage  Field  in  Grant  County,  Okla¬ 
homa,  at  a  maximum  top  storage  pres¬ 
sure  of  2000  psig  and  an  anticipated  de- 
liverabllity  of  200,000  Mcf,  and  to  con¬ 
struct  and  install  a  2400  horsepower  com¬ 
pressor  station  in  Webb  Storage  Field. 

Petitioner  proposes  to  Install  and  op¬ 
erate  certain  additional  facilities  at  its 
Webb  Storage  Field  to  enhance  Petition¬ 
er’s  ability  to  provide  adequate  peak  day 
service  to  its  customers  in  cmtailment 
priority  categories  1,  2,  and  3.  The  pro¬ 
posed  facilities  are  (1)  ten  natural  gas 
injection  and  withdrawal  wells  and  re¬ 
lated  appurtenant  facilities  to  be  installed 
and  operated,  and  (2)  1.39  miles  of  6- 
inch,  12-lnch,  and  16-inch  natural  gas 
storage  pipeline  and  related  appurtenant 
facilities  to  be  constructed  and  operated 
to  connect  the  new  injection  and  with¬ 
drawal  wells. 

Petitioner  states  that  withdrawals 
from  the  Webb  Storage  Field  feed  into 
Webb  Compressor  Station  where  the  gas 
is  compressed  into  the  Webb-Blackwell 
2S-inch  discharge  pipeline. 

It  is  said  that  the  proposed  injection 
and  withdrawal  storage  wells  and  con¬ 
necting  field  pipelines  would  Increase 
the  peak  deliverablUty  of  the  Webb  Nat¬ 


ural  Gas  Storage  Field  from  216,400  Mcf 
to  270,000  Mcf  with  the  same  wellhead 
shut-in  pressure  and  the  same  storage 
Inventory. 

Petitioner  estimates  the  cost  of  con¬ 
struction  of  the  facilities  to  be  $1,400,900, 
which  would  be  financed  from  treasury 
c&sh. 

It  is  anticipated  that  Installation  of 
the  proposed  facilities  would  be  com¬ 
pleted  within  approximately  twelve 
months.  .x,.  ^ 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
October  28.  1976,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  AU  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action 
to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-30042  Filed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER76-924] 

DELMARVA  POWER  &  LIGHT  COMPANY 
OF  MARYLAND 

Filing  of  Revised  Service  Agreement 
October  6, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  Delmarva  Power  & 
Light  Company  of  Maryland  on  Septem¬ 
ber  28,  1976,  tendered  for  filing  a  re¬ 
vised  Service  Agreement  with  Mayor  and 
Council  of  Berlin,  Maryland,  a  Maryland 
corporation,  under  Delmarva  FPC  Elec¬ 
tric  Tariff  Volume  No.  6.  Delmarva  pro¬ 
poses  to  make  the  filing  effective  Novem¬ 
ber  1, 1976,  and  requests  such  waivers  as 
may  be  necessary  to  comply  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  effective  date. 

A  copy  of  this  filing  has  been  served 
upon  Mayor  and  Council  of  Berlin, 
Berlin,  Maryland,  and  for  information  on 
the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Mary¬ 
land. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  October  26,  1976.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  becwne  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 


application  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

KBiHfETH  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-30037  FUed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP76-87] 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Tariff  Filings 

October  5, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  28,  1976,  El 
Paso  Natural  (Sas  Company  (El  Paso), 
P.O.  Box  1492,  El  Paso,  Texas  79978,  filed 
pursuant  to  Part  154  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  under  the  National  Gas  Act 
a  request  that  the  effectiveness  of  cer¬ 
tain  tariff  sheets  set  forth  to  the  ap¬ 
pendix  hereto  and  contained  to  El  Paso’s 
FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1, 
Third  Revised  Volume  No.  2,  and  Origi¬ 
nal  Volume  No.  2A  be  extended  through 
April  30,  1977. 

El  Paso  states  that  on  September  17, 
1975,  to  Docket  No.  CP76-87,  it  tendered 
for  filing  pursuant  to  Part  154  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  certain  pro¬ 
posed  revisions  to  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff  and 
an  application  pursuant  to  Section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  implementation  of  the 
permanent  operation  of  the  Rhodes  Res¬ 
ervoir.  It  is  indicated  that  such  revisions 
reflected  the  deletion  to  their  entirety  of 
the  then  effective  Sections  11.3A,  11.3B, 
3.3A,  and  3.3B  contained  to  the  above 
volumes  of  El  Paso’s  tariff  and  to  place 
thereof  submitted  new  Sections  11. 3  A 
through  11. 3E  and  3.3A  through  3.3E,  so 
as  to  provide  for  the  proposed  permanent 
operation  of  the  Rhodes  Reservoir  under 
new  separate  tariff  provisions.  It  is  said 
that  such  separation  was  acccanplished 
without  changing  in  substance  the  then 
«cisting  tariff  provisions  applicable  to  the 
special  operating  arrangements  between 
^  Paso  and  its  California  customers.  El 
Paso  states  that  on  November  6,  1975,  in 
Docket  No.  CP76-87  it  was  granted  a 
temporary  certificate  authorizing  the 
proposed  operations  of  the  Rhodes  Res¬ 
ervoir  and  that  the  related  tariff  sheets 
were  also  accepted  for  filing  to  be  effec¬ 
tive  until  April  30,  1976,  subject  to 
further  orders  of  the  Commission. 

El  Paso  states  that  from  time  to  time 
during  August  through  October,  substan¬ 
tial  quantities  of  gas  would  be  otherwise 
available  for  sale  in  satisfaction  of  the 
Priority  3,  4,  and  5  requirements  of  its 
interstate  system  customers  and  that  it 
proposes  to  utilize  a  portion  of  such  gas 
to  inject  approximately  769,000  Mcf  into 
the  Rhodes  Reservoir  storage  facility  to 
restore  the  heretofore  authorized  maxi¬ 
mum  natural  gas  storage  inventory  of 
25,866,000  Mcf  permitted  by  the  tempor¬ 
ary  certificate.  It  is  said  that  no  addi¬ 
tional  facilities  need  to  be  acquired  or 
constructed  to  permit  the  proposed  in¬ 
jections  of  gas  into  Rhodes  Reservoir  and 
no  change  to  heretofore  authorized  op¬ 
erating  levels  is  contemplated.  El  Paso 
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states  further  that  it  would  reply  upon 
Rhodes  Reservoir,  as  may  be  required,  to 
protect  its  east-of -California  customers’ 
Priority  1  and  2  requirements  during  the 
1976-77  heating  season  as  permitted  by 
the  temporary  certificate  in  Docket  No. 
CP76-87. 

El  Paso  asserts  that  in  order  to  imple¬ 
ment  Rhodes  Reservoir  injection  and 
withdrawal  operations  as  described  in  its 
application  in  Docket  No.  CP76-87,  it  is 
necessary  that  the  effectiveness  of  the 
tariff  sheets  containing  the  provisions 
applicable  thereto  be  extended  for  an  ad¬ 
ditional  period  extending  through 
April  30,  1977.  Accordingly,  El  Paso  re¬ 
quests  that  the  effectiveness  of  the  tariff 
sheets  heretofore  made  effective  by  the 
Commission  through  April  30,  1976,  as 
identified  in  the  appendix  hereto,  be  ex¬ 
tended  through  April  30, 1977,  or  the  date 
of  issuance  of  a  further  order  in  Docket 
No.  CP76-87,  whichever  is  earlier. 

El  Paso  also  requests  that  waiver  be 
granted  of  all  applicable  Rules  and  Reg¬ 
ulations  of  the  Commission,  as  may  be 
necessary,  in  order  that  said  tariff  sheets 
may  be  continued  in  effect  through 
April  30,  1977,  in  order  to  permit  oper¬ 
ation  of  the  Rhodes  Reservoir,  as  de¬ 
scribed,  through  the  1976-77  heating  sea¬ 
son. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
filings  should  on  or  before  October  26, 
1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 
Parties  who  have  heretofore  filed  in  thisT 
docket  need  not  do  so  again. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Appendix 

Original  Volume  No.  1 

Substitute  First  Sheet  No.  63-C 
Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  63-C.l 
Fifth  Revised  Sheet  No.  63-C  .2 
Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  63-C. 3 
Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  63-0,4 
Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  63-C. 5  ^ 

Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  63-C. 6 
Original  Sheet  No.  63-C.7 
Original  Sheet  No.  63-C  .8 
Original  Sheet  No.  63-C.9 
Original  Sheet  No.  63-C. 10 

Third  Re:vised  Volume  No.  2 

Substitute  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  1-M 
Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  1-M.l 
Fifth  Revised  Sheet  No.  1-M.2 
Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  1-M.3 
Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  1-M.4 
Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  1-M6  » 

Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  1-M.6 
Original  Sheet  No.  1-M.7 
Original  Sheet  No.  1-M.8 
Original  Sheet  No.  1-M.9 
Original  Sheet  No.  1-M.lt 


Original  Volume  No.  2A 

Substitute  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  7-MM 
Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  7-MM.l 
Fifth  Revised  Sheet  No.  7-MM.2 
Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  7-MM.3 
Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  7-MM.4 
Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  7-MM.6  ^ 

Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  7-MM.6 
Original  Sheet  No.  7-MM.7 
Original  Sheet  No.  7-MM .8 
Original  Sheet  No.  7-MM.9 
Original  Sheet  No.  7-MM.lO 

[FR  Doc.76-30053  Filed  l(^3-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  RP72-160  (Rate  Design) , 
RP73-104,  RP74-57  and  RP75-39] 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Shortening  Procedural  Dates 

October  6,  1976. 

On  September  30,  1976,  El  Paso  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Company  filed  a  motion  to 
shorten  the  period  in  which  parties  may 
serve  briefs  on  exceptions  and  briefs 
opposing  exceptions  to  the  Initial  Deci¬ 
sion  in  the  above-designated  proceeding. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  date  for  filing  briefs  on 
exceptions  to  the  Initial  Decision  in  this 
proceeding  is  set  as  October  20,  1976, 
and  the  date  for  filing  briefs  opposing 
exceptions  is  set  as  October  29,  1976. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-30053  Filed  10-13-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP73-17  (PGA76-5)  ] 

GRANITE  STATE  GAS  TRANSMISSION. 

INC. 

Proposed  Changes  in  Rates  Pursuant  to 
Purchased  Gas  Adjustment  Provision 

October  5,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  Granite  State  Gas 
Transmission,  Inc.  (Granite  State),  66 
Market  Street  (P.O.  Box  508),  Ports¬ 
mouth,  New  Hampshire  03801,  on  Sep¬ 
tember  27, 1976,  tendered  for  filing  Four¬ 
teenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3A  in  its  PPC 
Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1,  con¬ 
taining  proposed  changes  in  rates  for  ef¬ 
fectiveness  on  October  27,  1976. 

According  to  Granite  State,  the  instant 
filing  is  made  pursuant  to  h  purchased 
gas  cost  adjustment  provision  in  its  tar¬ 
iff,  previously  approved  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  December  14,  1972,  in  Docket  No. 
RP73-17  and  the  proposed  changes  re¬ 
flect  changes  in  the  cost  of  gas  purchased 
from  its  sole  supplier,  Tennessee  Gas 


^It  should  be  noted  that  this  tariff  sheet 
provides  the  pricing  provision  applicable  to 
the  Rhodes  Reservoir  operations.  Including 
a  surcharge  amount  of  0.68^  per  Mcf  which 
has  been  applied  during  the  operations  of 
Rhodes  during  the  period  November  6,  1975 
through  April  30,  1976.  On  June  30,  1976,  El 
Paso  filed  its  motion  and  related  tariff  tender 
to  place  rates  suspended  at  Docket  No. 
RP76-6®  into  effect  as  of  August  1,  1976.  In¬ 
cluded  in  that  submittal  is  a  revised  tariff 
sheet  which  supersedes  the  designated  tariff 
sheet  and  reflects  an  Increase  in  the  sur¬ 
charge  rate  to  be  applied  during  the  1976-77 
Rhodes  operations  and  thereafter  to  1.06^  per 
Mcf. 


Pipeline  Company,  a  Division  of  Ten- 
neco,  Inc.  (Tennessee) ,  which  Tennessee 
has  proposed  to  make  effective  October 
27,  1976,  to  track  new  national  rates  for 
gas  established  in  Opinion  No.  770,  is¬ 
sued  July  27, 1976  (Docket  No.  RM75-14) , 

Granite  State  further  states  that  its 
proposed  purchased  gas  cost  changes  are 
applicable  to  its  sales  to  Northern  Utili¬ 
ties,  Inc.  (Northern)  which  is  Granite 
State’s  sole  jurisdictional  customer.  Ac¬ 
cording  to  Granite  State,  the  annual  ef¬ 
fect  on  Northern  of  the  proposed  rates 
contained  on  Fourteenth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  3A  is  $1,360,000.  The  estimate  is 
based  on  purchases  from  Tennessee  and 
sales  to  Northern  for  the  twelve  months 
ended  August  31, 1976. 

According  to  Granite  State,  copies  of 
the  filing  were  served  upon  Northern  and 
the  regulatory  commissions  of  the  States 
of  Maine  and  New  Hampshire. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  AU  such  pe¬ 
titions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  October  18,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-30059  Filed  10-13-76;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  BS76-69] 

IDAHO  POWER  CO. 

Application 

October  6,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  28, 
1976,  Idaho  Power  Company  (Applicant) , 
a  corporation  organized  under  the  laws 
of  the  State  of  Maine,  and  qualified  to 
transact  business  in  the  States  of  Idaho, 
Oregon,  Nevada  and  Wyoming,  with  its 
principal  business  office  at  Boise,  Idaho, 
filed  an  application  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  pursuant  to  Section 
204  of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  seeking  an 
order  authorizing  the  issuance  of  up  to 
1,000,000  shares  of  its  Common  Stock, 
P8,r  value  of  $5.00  per  share,  said  shares 
to  have  an  aggregate  par  value  of  $5,- 
000,000  and  $50,000,000  of  its  First 
Mortgage  Bonds. 

The  net  proceeds  from  the  Issuance 
and  sale  of  the  Common  Stock  and  Bonds 
will  be  applied  to  the  payment  of  all  of 
the  short-term,  unsecmed  promissory 
notes  outstanding  and  commercial  paper, 
(estimated  at  $43,900,000)  at  the  time  of 
the  sale  of  the  Common  Stock. 

The  issuance  of  the  Common  Stock  and 
Bonds  is  a  part  of  Applicant’s  program 
for  financing  its  construction  expendi¬ 
tures  for  the  period  August  1,  1976 
through  December  31,  1977,  which  con- 
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struction  expenditures  are  presently  esti¬ 
mated  at  $163,863,000. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application,  should,  on  or  before  October 
26,  1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  or  protests  in  acccu'dance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  The  application  is  on  file 
and  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-30052  Filed  10-13-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP74-97] 

MONTANA  DAKOTA  UTILITIES  CO. 

Proposed  Change  in  FPC  Gas  Tariff 

October  6,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  Montana -Dakota 
Utilities  Company  (MDU),  on  Septem¬ 
ber  24,  1976,  tendered  for  filing  a  pro¬ 
posed  change  in  its  FPC  Oas  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  4.  MDU,  pursuant  to 
the  Commission’s  Order  No.  535  (issued 
September  6,  1975),  proposes  to  change 
from  45  to  30  the  number  of  days’  notice 
that  must  be  given  before  a  tariff  sheet 
filed  pursuant  to  MDU’s  PGA  Clause  may 
become  effective. 

MDU  states  that  the  reason  for  the 
proposed  change  is  to  align  MDU’s  FPC 
Gas  Tariff  with  the  Commission’s  de¬ 
cision  on  minimiun  notice  as  expressed  in 
Order  No.  535. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
MDU’s  jurisdictional  customers  and  in¬ 
terested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commissimi’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10),  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  October  22,  1976,  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  wiU  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76  30057  Piled  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER  76-931] 

MONTAUP  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Filing 

October  6, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  Montaup  Electric 
Company  (“Montaup”)  on  September  30, 
1976  tendered  for  filing  an  agreement 
made  as  of  October  1,  1976,  with  Maine 
Public  Service  Company  (“Maine  Public 
Service”).  Under  the  agreement  Mon- 
Taup  assigns  to  Maine  Public  Service  ap¬ 


proximately  6  megawatts  of  Montaup’s 
share  of  its  entitlement  to  New  Bruns¬ 
wick  Power  under  the  Second  Supple¬ 
ment  to  the  New  Brunswick  Participa¬ 
tion  Agreement  dated  as  of  December  1, 
1971.  The  assignment  by  Montaup  to 
Maine  Public  Service  is  for  the  period 
November  1,  1976  through  October  31, 
1978,  Maine  Public  Service  agrees  to 
make  all  payments  and  discharge  all  ob¬ 
ligations,  duties  and  liabilities  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  assigned  entitlement. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
Maine  Public  Service  and  the  Massachu¬ 
setts  Department  of  Public  Utilities. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  prote^  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street.  NE.,  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §S  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  C.PJI.  1.8, 1.10) .  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  October  22,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appr(H)riate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  protes- 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.7fr  30047  FUed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP76-4] 

NATIONAL  FUEL  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 

Certification  of  Proposed  Settlement 
Agreement 

October  6, 1976. 

Ts^e  notice  that  on  September  27, 
1976,  pursuant  to  Section  1.18(e)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  the  following  were  certified  to  the 
Commission  by  Administrative  Law 
Judge  Samuel  Kanell: 

1.  Proposed  Settlement  Agreement  (Exhibit 
No.  1). 

2.  The  official  stenographer’s  report  of  the 
hearings  held  in  this  proceeding.  Volumes 

1  and  2,  pages  1  through  160. 

3.  Exhibits  numbered  1,  2,  2A,  3,  3A,  3B,  3C, 
and  4  as  described  on  index  page  A,  Voliime 

2  of  the  transcript.  All  exhibits  were  received 
in  evidence. 

’The  proposed  Settlement  Agreement 
represents  agreement  by  all  parties  on  all 
issues  in  this  proceeding  except  for  the 
issue  of  rate  design.  A  hearing  has  been 
held  on  the  rate  design  issue. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  settlement  agreement  should 
file  comments  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C,  20426,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  October  22,  1976.  Comments  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken.  Copies  of  this  agreement  are  on 
file  with  the.  Commission  and  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-30039  Filed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP71-125  (PGA76-9)  ] 

NATURAL  GAS  PIPELINE  COMPANY  OF 
AMERICA 

Purchased  Gas  Cost  Adjustment  to 
Track  Increases 

October  5,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  27, 
1976,  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of 
America  (Natural)  submitted  for  filling 
as  part  of  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Third  Re- 
vis^  Volume  No.  1,  the  below  listed  tar¬ 
iff  sheets,  to  be  effective  October  27, 1976 : 

Third  Substitute  Twenty-Ninth  Revised 

Sheet  No.  5. 

Third  Substitute  Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No. 

5A. 

Natural  states  that  the  filing  was  made 
in  accordance  with  the  Ctommission  s 
Opinion  No.  770  for  the  increase  in  pur¬ 
chased  gas  costs  from  producers  who 
have  filed  for  the  increased  rates  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Opinion  No.  770  by  Au¬ 
gust  26,  1976.  The  annual  effect  of  the 
producer  supplier  increases  is  approxi¬ 
mately  $139,500,000.  Natural  had  also 
included  the  increased  cost  related  to 
pricing  company-owned  production  from 
leases  acquired  prior  to  October  7,  1969 
at  the  applicable  area  rate  as  authorized 
Jjy  the  Commission  in  Docket  No.  RP73- 
63.  The  annualized  effect  of  this  increase 
amounts  to  approximately  $900,000.  The 
PGA  unit  adjustment  for  the  above  in¬ 
crease  amounts  to  13.77^*. 

Natural  also  filed  for  a  surcharge  to 
recover  the  estimated  deferred  purchased 
gas  cost  effect  related  to  the  increases  as¬ 
sociated  with  Opinion  No.  770  over  a 
twelve  month  period  as  authorized  by 
Commission  Order  Modifying  Opinion 
No.  770  issued  September  22,  1976.  The 
estimated  deferred  cost  for  the  pieriod 
July  27,  1976  through  October  26,  1976 
amounts  to  approximately  $35,100,000. 
The  imit  adjustment  to  recover  this  de¬ 
ferred  cost  over  the  period  October  27. 
1976  through  October  26,  1977  amounts 
to  a.OSt*. 

Natural  states  that  the  filing  included 
a  PGA  imit  adjustment  to  track  increases 
from  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Company 
(Colorado)  and  United  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Company  (United)  pipeline  suppliers  to 
Natural.  Colorado  and  United  will  file 
PGA  unit  adjustments  tracking  the  ef¬ 
fect  of  increases  from  their  producer  sup- 
.  pliers  related  to  Opiniion  No.  770  on  or 
about  September  27,  1976.  Colorado  and 
United  have  furnished  Natural,  in  ad¬ 
vance  of  their  filings  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  their  proposed  unit  adjustments  to 
be  effective  October  27,  1976.  The  an¬ 
nualized  effect  of  the  Colorado  and 
United  increases  amounts  to  approxi¬ 
mately  $16,800,000,  respectively  and  re¬ 
sults  in  a  PGA  unit  adjustment  of  2.20f‘. 
To  the  extent  Natural  reflects  the  Colo¬ 
rado  and  United  increases  in  accordance 
with  Opinion  No.  770,  Natural  will  be  in 
conflict  with  its  PGA  tariff  provision. 
Natural,  therefore,  requested  waiver  of 
the  Commission’s  regulations  and  the 
terms  of  its  PGA  tariff  provisions  to  the 
extent  necessary  to  permit  the  accept¬ 
ance  of  their  filing  to  be  effective  Octo¬ 
ber  27, 1976. 
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Copies  of  this  filing  were  mailed  to 
Natural’s  jurisdictional  customers  and 
interested  state  regulatory  agencies. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Cpitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CPR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  October  15,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.76-30049  Filed  10-13-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP73-2271 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Petition  To  Amend 

October  6, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  27, 
1976,  Northern  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Petitioner) ,  2223  Dodge  Street,  Omaha, 
Nebraska  68102,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP73-227  a  petition  to  amend  the  order 
of  November  30,  1973,  Issuing  a  certi¬ 
ficate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  in  said  docket  pursuant  to  Section 
7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  by  which 
petition  Petitioner  requests  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  extend  for  the  duration  of  the 
contract  the  presently  authorized  maxi¬ 
mum  daily  volumes  of  4,000  Mcf  to  be 
transported  by  Petitioner  for  Northern 
States  Power  Company  (NSP)  pursuant 
to  Petitioner’s  currently  effective  rate 
schedule  T-12,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  petition  to  amend  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Petitioner  states  that  by  the  order  of 
December  30,  1973,  issued  in  the  instant 
docket,  as  amended.  Petitioner  is  author¬ 
ized  to  transport  natural  gas  for  NSP 
pursuant  to  a  transportation  contract  be¬ 
tween  the  parties  dated  Jnauary  12, 1973, 
by  which  Petitioner  agreed  to  reduce  its 
deliveries  to  NSP  at  St.  Paul,  Minne¬ 
sota,  by  amounts  equal  to  NSP’s  peak¬ 
shaving  production  in  the  St.  Paul  area 
and  concurrently  transport  and  deliver 
equivalent  volumes  to  midwestem  Gas 
Transmission  Company  (Midwestern) 
for  the  account  of  NSP.  Commencing 
with  the  1973-74  heating  season.  Peti¬ 
tioner  agreed  to  transport  and  deliver  a 
maximiun  daily  volume  of  4,000  Mcf  for 
NSP,  it  is  said,  and  commencing  through 
the  1974-75  heating  season.  Petitioner’s 
maximum  daily  obligation  would  in¬ 
crease  to  8,000  Mcf.  Petitioner  Indicates 
that  for  all  heating  seasons  thereafter, 
the  maximum  daily  volume  would  be 
12,000  Mcf. 

It  is  shown  that  pursuant  to  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  orders  issued  on  December  16, 


1974,  and  on  December  10,  1975,  amend¬ 
ing  the  original  order.  Petitioner  was  au¬ 
thorized  to  defer  the  authorized  in¬ 
creases  in  maximum  daily  volume  of  gas 
to  be  transported  by  Petitioner  to  NSP. 

Petitioner  requests  that  the  maxhnvun 
daily  volumes  to  be  transported  and 
delivered  by  Petitioner  to  NSP  remain  at 
the  presently  efifective  4,000  Mcf  for  the 
duration  of  this  contract  in  accordance 
with  an  amendment  to  the  contract. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
October  29,  1976,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  imder  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  beccnne  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-30045  Filed  10-13-76; 8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP73-36  (PGA76-1  and 
DCA76-1)] 

PANHANDLE  EASTERN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Tender  of  Emergency  Purchases 
Information 

October  6,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  2,  1976, 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Company 
(Panhandle)  tendered  for  filing  informa¬ 
tion  requested  by  the  Commission’s  order 
issued  January  30, 1976,  in  the  above  cap¬ 
tioned  docket,  ordering  paragraph  (F), 
with  respect  to  the  compliance  i;dth  the 
criteria  of  Opinion  No.  699-B  of  certain 
60  day  emergency  purchases. 

Any  person  w  ishing  to  do  so  may  sub¬ 
mit  comments  in  writing  concerning 
Panhandle’s  tender.  All  such  comments 
should  be  submitted  to  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  December  3,  1976.  Panhandle’s  in¬ 
formation  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

I  FR  Doc.76-30038  Filed  10-13-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP73-36  (PGA  76-3  and 
DCA  76-2] 

PANHANDLE  EASTERN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 
Small  Producer  List 

October  6,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  12,  1976, 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Company 
(Panhandle)  tendered  for  filing  in  ac¬ 


cordance  with  Paragraph  (D)  of  the 
Commission’s  Order  stated  July  30,  1976, 
in  the  above-captioned  docket  a  list  of 
the  small  producers  (other  than  small 
producers  from  whom  Panhandle  pur¬ 
chases  under  the  60-day  emergency  pur¬ 
chase  regulations)  from  whom  it  pur¬ 
chased  at  rates  in  excess  of  the  rate  levels 
provided  for  by  Opinion  No.  742. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Pow’er  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CPR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  October  20,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copdes  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

'  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-30035  Filed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  RP72-91,  et  al.  (Phase  I)  ] 

SOUTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Proposed  Changes  In  FPC  Gas  Tariff 
October  5, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  Southern  Natural 
Gas  Company  (Southern),  on  Septem¬ 
ber  27,  1976,  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  in  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Sixth  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  1.  These  changes  are 
proposed  in  order  to  eliminate  the  mini¬ 
mum  commodity  charge  from 
Southern’s  rate  schedules. 

The  proposed  changes  are  being  filed 
pursuant  to  an  order  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  in  Docket  Nos.  RP72- 
91,  et  al.  (Phase  I),  issued  July  29,  1976. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
Southern’s  jurisdictional  customers,  in¬ 
terested  state  commissions,  and  the 
parties  of  record  in  Docket  Nos.  RP72- 
91,etal.  (Phase I). 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Ccwnmission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  October  15,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76  30051  Filed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  CP71-2731 

SOUTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Petition  To  Amend 

October  6,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  28, 
1976,  Southern  Natural  Gas  Company 
•  Petitioner),  P.O.  Box  2563,  Birming¬ 
ham,  Alabama  35202,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP71-273  a  petition  to  amend  the  order 
of  October  16,  1975,  issuing  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  in 
said  docket  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  by  which  petition 
Petitioner  requests  authorization  to  con¬ 
vert  four  observation  wells  to  injection- 
withdrawal  wells  and  to  construct  and 
operate  approximately  .04  miles  of  8- 
inch  pipeline  and  allied  facilities  to  con¬ 
nect  the  aforementioned  wells  to  the 
central  plant  in  the  field,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  to  amend 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Petitioner  states  that  by  the  order  of 
October  16,  1975,  issued  in  the  instant 
docket,  Petitioner  is  authorized  to  in¬ 
crease  the  working  gas  inventory  of  the 
Muldon  Field  from  approximately  42,- 
800,000  Mcf  to  approximately  52,000,000 
Mcf  and  to  drill  22  additional  injection- 
withdrawal  wells  and  three  additional 
observation  wells,  resulting  in  a  total  of 
67  wells  in  the  field.  Petitioner  asserts 
that  operation  of  the  field  since  that 
order  has  shown  that  a  minor  change  in 
facilities  would  be  required  in  order  to 
maintain  the  _withdrawal  capability  of 
the  Muldon  Storage  Field  in  the  latter 
stages  of  the  withdrawal  season. 

Petitioner  proposes  the  conversion  of 
four  presently  authorized  observation 
wells  to  injection-withdrawal  wells  and 
the  construction  and  operation  of  ap¬ 
proximately  0.4  mile  of  8-inch  pipeline 
and  allied  facilities  to  connect  the  wells 
to  the  central  plant  in  the  field,  at  an 
estimated  cost  of  $250,080,  which  would 
be  financed  with  cash  on  hand.  It  is  said 
that  the  increased  withdrawal  capability 
would  be  necessary  during  this  winter 
heating  season  in  order  to  avoid  curtail¬ 
ment  of  high  priority  uses,  and  the  au¬ 
thorization  would  not  increase  the  total 
number  of  wells  beyond  the  67  currently 
authorized,  the  maximum  inventory 
stored  In  the  reservoir,  or  the  contract 
quantities,  and  would  not  result  in  any 
new  sales. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
mak6  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
October  27,  1976,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  pro¬ 
test  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and 
the  Regulations  imder  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  In  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 


must  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

KENNETH  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-30043  Piled  10-13-76:8:48  am) 


[Docket  No.  RP76-1471 

SOUTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO.  AND 

DELTA-MACON  BRICK  AND  TILE  CO., 

ET  AL. 

Reclassification  of  Process  Gas  Volumes, 
Hearing 

October  5,  1976. 

On  June  24,  1976,  Delta-Macon  Brick 
And  'Tile  Company  et  al,  (Delta-Macon) 
filed  a  “Motion  For  Expedited  Hearing 
On  Reclassification  Of  Process  Gas 
Volumes” -wherein  it  requested  that  the 
Commission  set  for  expedited  hearing 
the  question  of  whether  50  percent  of 
Delta-Macon’s  natural  gas  requirements 
represent  gas  usage  which  should  be 
classified  under  priority  2  of  Southern 
Natural  Gas  Company’s  ^Southern’s) 
interim  curtailment  plan  as  set  forth  in 
Opinion  No.  747-B.  Due  to  the  fact  that 
30  days  had  passed  since  it  had  filed  the 
above  noted  motion  without  any  enusing 
Commission  action,  Delta-Macon  was  of 
the  belief  that  the  Commission’s  non¬ 
action  on  that  motion  was  tantamoimt  to 
a  denial  thereof  by  operation  of  law 
(pursuant  to  §  1.12<e)  of  the  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure).  Delta-Macon, 
therefore,  xm  August  12,  1976  filed  an 
“Application  for  Rehearing,”  again  re¬ 
questing  an  expedited  formal  hearing  on 
toe  questoin  of  reclassification  of  50  per¬ 
cent  of  its  requirements  in  priority  2 
under  Southern’s  interim  curtailment 
plan. 

In  support  of  its  request,  Delta-Macon 
principally  notes  in  its  June  24,  1976 
“Motion  for  Expedited  Hearing  On  Re¬ 
classification  of  Process  Gas  Volumes” 
that  toe  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  (in  his  Initial  Decision  of  Au¬ 
gust  29,  1975,)  in  denying  Delta-Macon’s 
request  for  reclassification  of  50  percent 
of  its  process  requirements  did  indicate 
that:  “On  toe  basis  of  this  record  the 
gas  it  [Delta-Macon]  receives  should  not 
be  considered  process  gas  until  a  deter¬ 
mination  is  made  on  a  separate  record 
that,  in  fact,  no  alternate  fuel  capability 
can  meet  the  requirements.”  ^  Delta- 
Macon  further  notes  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  adopting  toe  Presiding  Judge’s 
Initial  Decision  in  Opinion  No.  747, 
agreed  that  Delta-Macon’s  request  should 
be  set  for  a  separate  formal  hearing 
wherein  the  Commission  stated: 

Finally,  we  And  that  the  ALJ’b  denial  of 
Delta-Macon’s  request  for  upgrading  of  50 
percent  of  its  requirements  should  be  af¬ 
firmed.  Although  there  is  some  evidence  on 
the  issue,  it  should  be  subject  to  a  more 
narrowly  focused  inquiry  than  was  available 
herein.^ 


1  Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge’s 
Initial  Decision  On  Curtailment  Southern 
Natural  Goa  Company  Docket  Nos.  RP74-6, 
RP72-74.  issued  August  29, 1976,  p.  66. 

*  Southern  Natural  Oas  Company  Opinion 
No.  747,  Docket  Noe.  RP74-6.  RP72-74.  Is¬ 
sued  November  20. 1976,  p.  11. 


It  should  also  be  noted  that  on  May 
21, 1976,  the  Cemmission  in  Opinion  No. 
747-B,  “Opinion  And  Order  Granting 
Rehearing  In  Part  And  Dei^irlng  Rehear¬ 
ing  In  Part,”  granted  Delta-Macon’s  ap¬ 
plication  for  rehearing  in  part  by  treat¬ 
ing  Delta-Macon’s  application  for  re¬ 
hearing  as  a  petition  for  extraordinary 
relief  and  upgraded  50  percent  of  its 
requirements  to  the  priority  2  process 
classification  until  the  end  of  the  1976- 
1977  winter  heating  season  at  which 
time  the  Commission  thought  that  tech¬ 
nological  problems  regarding  discolora¬ 
tion  of  brick  and  mechanical  breakdown 
from  toe  use  of  alternate  fuels  could  be 
alleviated  (Slip  Opinion  page  5) . 

On  Jime  20,  1976,  Delta-Macon  filed 
air  appeal  with  the  Fifth  Circuit  United 
States  Court  of  Appeals  in  Case  No. 
76-279,  Delta-Macon  Brick  And  Tile 
Company,  Inc.,  et  al.  v.  Federal  Power 
Commission.  Delta-Macon  in  its  appeal 
alleges  that  it  Is  appealing  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  final  orders  in  Opinion  Nos.  747 
and  747-9  on  the  groimds  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  had  not  granted  its  request  for 
reclassification  to  priority  2  on  the 
Southern  system  and  that  such  action 
was  arbitrary  and  capricious  in  view  of 
unrebutted  evidence  presented  in  the 
curtailment  proceeding  by  Delta-Macon. 

On  September  9,  1976,  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary  of  toe  Commission  issued 
a  Notice  Of  Application  For  Reclassifi¬ 
cation  Of  Requirements  Under  Curtail¬ 
ment  Plan,  And  Notice  Of  Intent  To  Act 
wherein  the  Secretary  noticed  Delta- 
MaccHi’s  June  24,  19R76  Motion  For  Ex¬ 
pedited  Hearing  On  Reclassification  in 
effect  treating  it  as  an  application  for 
reclassification  of  Delta-Macon’s  re¬ 
quirements  under  toe  existing  interim 
curtailment  plan.  The  Secretary’s  Notice 
of  September  9,  1976  also  indicated  that 
since  the  Commission  intended  to  issue 
an  order  setting  the  matter  for  a  formal 
hearing,  Delta-Macon’s  August  12,  1976 
Application  For  Rehearing  of  its  August 
12,  1976  motion  should  not  be  deemed 
denied  as  a  matter  of  law  pursuant  to 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  pursuant  to  §  1.12(e)  (18  CFR 
1.12(e)). 

It  is  the  view  of  this  Commission  that 
a  formal  evidentiary  hearing  is  required 
for  the  sole  determination  of  whether 
50  percent  of  Delta-Macon’s  require¬ 
ments  should  be  reclassified  from 
Southern’s  priority  3  to  priority  2  as 
“process  gas”  imder  the  existing  Interim 
curtailment  plan  as  promulgated  by 
Opinion  Nos.  747  and  747-B.  In  view  of 
toe  lack  of  substantial  record  evidence 
on  this  issue  in  the  main  curtailment 
case,  and  our  statement  in  Opinion  No. 
747  (cited  supra.)  regarding  the  need 
for  a  “more  narrowly  focused  inquiry” 
and  the  need  of  natural  gas  by  Delta- 
Macon  in  its  brick  manufacturing  proc¬ 
esses,  a  formal  hearing  is  warranted. 
Therefore,  this  order  shall  direct  that 
a  formal  hearing  be  convened  to  ascer¬ 
tain  all  relevant  facts  and  circum¬ 
stances  underlying  toe  specific  use  of, 
and  need  for,  natural  gas  by  Delta-Ma¬ 
con.  In  the  hearing  a  complete  record 
should  be  developed  with  respect  to  toe 
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processes  used  In  the  manufacture  of 
brick  products  in  order  to  determine 
whether  any  of  Delta-Macon’s  require¬ 
ments  should  be  reclassified  as  “process 
gas.” 

Following  publication  of  the  notice  of 
Delta-Macon’s  Application  for  Reclas¬ 
sification  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
September  17,  1976,  (41  FR  40236)  in 
Docket  No.  RP76-147,  Alabama  Gas  Cor¬ 
poration  (ALA.  Gas  CO)  filed  a  timely 
petition  to  intervene.  No  other  petitions 
to  Intervene,  notices  of  intervention,  or 
protests  have  been  filed  in  the  above  cap¬ 
tioned  docket  pursuant  to  the  require¬ 
ment  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.18 
or  1.10)  prior  to  the  September  24,  1976, 
expiration  date  for  such  filing. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  Sufficient 
cause  exists  for  setting  for  formal  hear¬ 
ing  the  issues  involved  in  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  pleadings  and  for  establishing 
the  procedures  for  such  hearing  as  here¬ 
inafter  ordered. 

(2)  ’The  participation  of  Alabama 
Gas  Corporation  may  be  in  the  public 
interest. 

ITie  Commission  orders:  (A)  Pursuant 
to  the  authority  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
particularly  Sections  4,  5,  7,  14  and  16 
thereof,  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice  and  Procedure,  and  the  Regulations 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR 
Chapter  1),  a  hearing  shall  be  held  in 
a  public  hearing  room  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426  to 
resolve  the  issue  of  reclassification  of 
Delta-Macon  et  al.’s  requirements. 

(B)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  (fFR 
§  3.5(d))  shall  preside  at  the  hearing 
in  this  proceedir^,  with  authority  to  es¬ 
tablish  and  change  all  procedural  dates, 
and  to  rule  on  all  motions  (with  the  sole , 
exception  of  petitions  to  intervene,  mo¬ 
tions  to  consolidate  and  sever,  and  mo¬ 
tions  to  dismiss,  as  provided  for  in  the 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure) . 

(C)  Delta-Macon  and  any  intervenors 
in  support  of  Delta-Macon,  on  or  before 
October  26,  1976,  shall  file  with  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  this  Commission  and  serve  on 
all  parties,  including  the  Presiding  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge,  and  Commission 
Staff,  all  testimony  and  exhibits  com¬ 
prising  their  cases  in-chief  consistent 
with  the  evidentiary  requirements  as  set 
forth  in  this  order  in  support  of  the  re¬ 
quested  reclassification. 

(D)  The  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  shall  preside  at  a  pre-hearing  con¬ 
ference  to  be  held  on  November  2,  1976, 
at  10:00  a.m.  in  a  hearing  room  at  the 
address  noted  in  Ordering  Paragraph 
(A), 

(E)  Alabama  Gas  Corp>ofation  is  per¬ 
mitted  to  intervene  in  the  above-cap¬ 
tioned  proceeding,  subject  to  the  rules 
and  regulations  of  the  Commission;  Pro¬ 
vided.  however.  That  its  participation 
RhftU  be  limited  to  matters  affecting  as¬ 
serted  rights  and  Interests  specifically 
set  forth  in  Its  petition  for  leave  to  In¬ 


tervene  and  Provided,  further.  That  the 
admission  of  Alabama  Gas  Corpioration 
shall  not  be  construed  as  recognition  by 
the  Commission  that  it  might  be  ag¬ 
grieved  because  of  any  order  or  orders 
entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(F)  ’The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

|Pft  Doc.76-30050  Filed  10-13-76;8:45  am] 


(Rate  Schedule  Nos.  21,  et  al.] 

SUN  OIL  CO.,  ET  AL- 
Rate  Change  Filings 

October  6,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  the  producers  listed 
in  the  Appendix  attached  hereto  have 
filed  proposed  increased  rates  to  the  ap¬ 
plicable  new  gas  national  ceiling  based 


(Docket  Nos.  AR61-2,  et  al.  (Disputed  Zone) 
and  RP71-6,  et  al.] 

TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  CO. 

Filing  of  Refund  Report 

'  October  5, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  1,  1976, 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a  Di¬ 
vision  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Tennessee) ,  filed 
a  report  of  refunds  in  the  above-refer¬ 
enced  dockets.  Tennessee  states  that  the 
report  reflects  refunds  from  its  producer- 
suppliers  which  ’Tennessee  is  flowing 
through  to  its  customers  pursuant  to  the 
Commission’s  December  9,  1975  order  in 
Docket  Nos.  AR61-2,  et  al.  (Disputed 
Zone) .  Tennessee  requests  authorization 
to  make  the  refunds  by  means  of  a  credit 
to  the  Unrecovered  Purchased  Gas  Cost 
Accoimt  maintained  pursuant  to  the 
PGA  provisions  in  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff. 

Tennessee  states  that  a  copy  of  the  re¬ 
fund  report  has  been  served  on  each  of 
its  jurisdictional  customers  and  affected 
state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §{  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro- 


on  the  interpretation  of  vintaging  con¬ 
cepts  set  forth  by  the  Commission  in  Its 
Opinion  No.  699-H,  issued  December  4, 
1974.  Pursuant  to  Opinion  No.  699-H  the 
rates,  if  accepted,  will  become  effective 
as  of  the  date  of  filing. 

The  information  relevant  to  each  of 
these  sales  is  listed  in  the  Appendix. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
filings  should  on  or  before  October  27, 
1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  A  protest  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestant  a  party 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  party  wishing  to 
become  a  party  toTi  proceeding  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  October  22,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene;  provided, 
however,  that  any  person  who  has  previ¬ 
ously  filed  a  petition  to  intervene  in  this 
proceeding  is  not  required  to  file  a  fur¬ 
ther  petition.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Dac.76-30065  Filed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  ER76-923] 

TOLEDO  EDISON  CO. 

Service  Agreement 

October  6, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  The  Toledo  Edison 
Company,  on  September  28,  1976  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in  its 
FPC  Electric  Service  ’Tariff,  Original 
Volume  Number  1  applicable  to  sales  to 
Municipalities  for  Resale.  The  changes 
consist  of  filing  a  Service  Agreement  ex- 


Filing  date 

Produwr 

Rate 

schedule 

No. 

Buyer 

Area 

Sept.  15, 1976 

Sun  Oil  Co.,  2  North|>ark  East,  T.O.  Box 
20,  l)alla.s,  Tex.  75221. 

21 

United  Gas  Pipe 

Lins  Co. 

Other  Southwest. 

Do . 

Philliiis  I’etroljum  Co.,  Bartlesville,  Okla. 
74004. 

150 

Arkansas  Louisiana 
Gas  Co. 

Hugoton- 

Anadarko. 

Sept.  20, 1976 

Ashland  Oil,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1503,  Houston, 
Tex.  77001. 

150 

Colorado  Interstate 
Gas  Co. 

Do. 

Do . 

HNG  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Box  1188,  Houston, 
Tex.  77001. 

17 

Texas  Eastern  Trans¬ 
mission  Corp. 

Texas  gulf  coast. 

Do 

Wanen  Petroleum  Co.,  a  division  of  Oulf 
Oil  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  2100,  Houston,  Tex. 
77001. 

21 

Lone  Star  Gas  Co.... 

.  Other  Southwest. 

1)0 . 

Texaco,  Inc.,  P,0.  Box 52332,  Houston,  Tex. 
77052. 

123 

. do . - . 

Do. 

Sept.  27, 1976 

Kerr-McGee  Corp.,  Kerr-McGee  Center, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  7312.5. 

17 

Do. 

(FR  Doc.76-30048  FUed  10-13-76; 8; 45  am] 
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ecuted  by  the  Village  of  Cxistar,  Ohio,  and 
Ninth  Revised  Sheet  Niimber  3.  List  of 
Purchasers. 

Toledo  Edison  states  that  the  exe¬ 
cuted  Service  Agreement  with  the  Village 
of  Custar  provides  that  the  Village  will 
be  served  under  rate  Municipal  Resale 
Service  Rate — Small  and  that  the  Service 
Agreement  replaces  a  contract  (Rate 
Schedules  FPC  Number  8)  which  will 
expire  on  November  20, 1976.  An  effective 
date  of  November  21,  1976  has  been  re¬ 
quested  for  the  filed  Service  Agreement. 

Toledo  Edison  states  that  copies  of  this 
filing  were  served  upon  the  Village  of 
Custar,  Ohio  and  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  of  Ohio. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  825  North  Capi¬ 
tol  Street,  NE..  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
In  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10) .  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  shovild  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  October  19,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be  tak¬ 
en,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
pt^es  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene.  C(H>ies  of  this  ap¬ 
plication  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Kenneth  F.  Pluub, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-30094  Piled  10-13-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER76-916] 

UNION  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Filing  of  Boundary  Line  Agreement 
October  6, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  22, 
1976  Union  Electric  Company  (Union) 
tendered  for  filing  a  new  Boundary  Line 
Agreement  dated  September  10,  1976, 
between  Illinois  Power  Company  and 
Union.  Said  Agreement  modifies  rate  and 
termination  provisions  under  the  exist¬ 
ing  agreement  dated  February  20,  1956. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10) .  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  October  22,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  put  will  not  serve  to  make  pro- 
-testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Federal  Power  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.76-30040  PUed  10-13-76:8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  EB76-918] 

UPPER  PENINSULA  GENERATING  CO. 

Proposed  Changes  in  Rates  and  Charges 
October  6,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  24, 
1976,  Upper  Peninsula  Generating  Com¬ 
pany  (“Generating  Company”)  tendered 
for  filing  an  amendment  of  its  FPC  Rate 
Schedule  No.  3,  (the  1974  Power  Con¬ 
tract).  According  to  Generating  Com¬ 
pany  the  amendment  will  delete  present 
provisions  of  the  rate  schedule  which  ob¬ 
ligate  Generating  Company  to  revise  its 
rates  for  the  sale  of  power  in  the  event 
the  appropriate  regulatory  Commission 
fails  to  permit  Upper  Peninsula  Power 
Company  to  Include  as  part  of  its  rate 
base  specified  percentages  of  the  net 
plant  and  working  capital  of  Generating 
Company. 

According  to  Generating  Company 
the  amendment  will  not  effect  any  other 
change  in  its  FPC  Rate  Schedule  No.  3. 
Generating  Ccunpany  proposes  that  the 
amendment  bec(xne  effective  30  days 
from  the  date  of  the  filing. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20426,  in  accorance  with  i|  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Cwnmission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
arid  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  October  18,  1976.  Pro¬ 
tests  will  be  considered  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken,  but  wiU  not  serve  to 
make  protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ings.  A  p«:^n  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filming  are  on  file  with  ttie  Com¬ 
mission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.76-30041  Plied  10-13-76:8:45  am) 


[Project  No.  696] 

UTAH  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 
Issuance  of  Annual  License(s) 

October  6,  1976. 

On  April  7,  1975,  Utah  Power  &  Light 
Company,  Licensee  for  the  Olmsted 
Project  No.  596,  located  on  the  Provo 
River  and  Lost  Creek,  Utah  Coimty, 
Utah,  filed  an  application  for  a  new  li¬ 
cense  under  the  Federal  Power  Act  and 
Commission  Regulations  thereunder. 

The  license  for  Project  No.  596  was 
issued  effective  October  21,  1925,  for  a 
period  ending  October  20, 1975.  Since  the 
(Higinal  date  of_^expiration.  the  project 
has  been  under  an  annual  license,  which 
will  expire  on  October  20,  1976.  In  order 
to  authorize  the  continued  operation  and 
maintenance  of  the  project  pursuant  to 
the  Federal  Power  Act,  pending  Commis¬ 
sion  action  on  Licensee’s  ai^lication,  it 
is  appropriate  and  in  the  public  Interest 
to  issue  an  annual  license  to  the  Utah 
Power  &  Light  Company. 


Take  notice  that  an  annual  license  is 
issued  to  the  Utah  Power  ft  Light  Com¬ 
pany  under  the  Federal  Power  Act  for 
the  period  October  21,  1976,  to  October 
20,  1977,  or  until  Federal  takeover,  or 
imtil  the  Issuance  of  a  new  license  for  the 
iH’oject,  whichever  comes  first,  for  the 
continued  operation  and  maintenance  of 
the  Project  No.  596,  subject  to  the  terms 
and  conditions  ot  its  present  license. 
Take  further  notice  that  if  Federal  take¬ 
over  <xr  issuance  of  a  new  license  does  not 
take  place  oa  or  before  October  20,  1977, 
a  new  annual  license  will  be  Issued  each 
year  thereafter,  effective  October  21  of 
each  year,  until  such  time  as  Federal 
takeover  takes  place  or  a  new  license  is 
issued,  without  further  notice  being 
given  by  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-30036  Plied  10-13-76:8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  RP73-94J 

VALLEY  GAS  TRANSMISSION,  INC. 

Proposed  Change  In  FPC  Gas  Tariff 
October  5,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  Valley  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission,  Inc.  ("Valley”),  on  September 
20,  1976,  tendered  for  filing  a  proposed 
change  in  its  FE*C  Gas  Tariff,  Original 
Volume  No.  1.  Valley,  pursuant  to  the 
Commission’s  Order  No.  535  (issued  Sep¬ 
tember  6, 1975) ,  proposes  to  change  from 
45  to  30  the  number  of  days’  notice  that 
must  be  given  before  a  tariff  sheet  filed 
pursuant  to  Valley’s  PGA  clause  may  be¬ 
come  effective. 

The  reason  for  the  proposed  change 
is  to  align  Valley’s  EE*C  Gas  Tariff  with 
the  Commission’s  decision  on  minimum 
notice  as  expressed  in  Order  No.  535. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
Valley’s  jurisdictional  customers  and  in¬ 
terested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  i  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  AU  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  October  18,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-30060  Piled  10-13-76:8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  RP73-94  (PaA76-4)  ] 

VALLEY  GAS  TRANSMISSION,  INC. 
Proposed  Change  in  FPC  Gas  Tariff 
October  5,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  Valley  Gas  Transmis¬ 
sion,  Inc.  (Valley),  on  September  27. 
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1976,  tendered  for  filing  a  proposed 
change  in  Its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original 
Volume  No.  1.  Valley,  In  order  to  track 
producer  rate  increases  based  on  Opinion 
No.  770,  has  proposed  both  Cost  of  Gas 
Adjustments  and  Surcharge  Adjust¬ 
ments.  Valley  states  these  adjustments 
have  been  made  pursuant  to  the  Pur¬ 
chased  Gas  Cost  Adjustment  Provision 
of  Valley’s  Tariff,  pursuant  to  Ordering 
Paragraph  (D)  of  Opinion  No.  770,  and 
pursuant  to  the  Commission’s  “Order 
Modifying  Opinion  No.  770,”  issued  Sep¬ 
tember  22,  1976.  The  special  surcharges 
are  to  be  effective  from  October  27,  1976 
through  October  26,  1977,  and  the 
“Eighth  Revised  Sheet  No.  2A”  is  in¬ 
tended  to  become  effective  on  October 
27,  1976,  Valley  states. 

Valley  states  that  copies  of  the  filing 
were  served  upon  Valley’s  jurisdictional 
crstomers  and  interested  state  commis¬ 
sions. 

Review  of  the  filing  indicates  that  the 
annual  impact  of  the  producer  rate  in¬ 
creases  attributable  to  Opinion  No.  770, 
exclusive  of  surcharge,  is  $2,650,750.  The 
surcharge  amoimt  is  $575,769. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  shall  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CPR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  shall  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  October  18,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Protes¬ 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.76-30061  Filed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER76-9101 
WASHINGTON  WATER  POWER  CO. 

Rate  Schedule 

October  6,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  20, 
1976,  The  Washington  Water  Power 
Company  (Washington)  tendered  for  fil¬ 
ing  copies  of  a  “Letter  Agreement”  be¬ 
tween  Washington  and  San  Diego  Gas  & 
Electric  Company  (San  Diego),  which 
applies  to  the  sale  of  energy  to  San  Diego 
which  they  will  use  to  replace  energy  de¬ 
liveries  to  Washington.  The  time  period 
for  these  deliveries  is  from  October  1, 
1976,  through  December  31,  1976.  Wash¬ 
ington  states  that  these  energy  deliveries 
shall  not  require  San  Diego  to  make  sub¬ 
stitutions  pursuant  to  Article  ni-C  and 
will  provide  energy  under  Article  IV-E 
of  the  Power  Sales  and  Exchange  Agree¬ 
ment  (FPC  No.  64) . 

Washington  further  states  that  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  energy  delivered  to  San  Diego 
could  be  returned  to  Washington,  de¬ 
pendent  on  the  amount  of  water  stored. 


as  of  July  31,  1977,  In  the  Coordinated 
Syst^  reservoirs  (Washington  is  a  party 
to  the  Pacific  Northwest  Coordination 
Agreement) . 

Washington  requests  that  the  require¬ 
ments  of  prior  notice  be  waived  and  that 
the  Rate  Schedule  be  given  an  effective 
date  of  October  1,  1976.  Washington  in¬ 
dicates  this  does  not  affect  purchasers 
under  other  rate  schedules. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CPR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions  or 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
October  15,  1976.  Protests  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken, 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
peittion  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-30046  Filed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP73-65  (PGA76-6,  76-7)  ] 

COLUMBIA  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Proposed  Changes  in  FPC  Gas  Tariff 
October  6,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  Columbia  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Corporation  (Columbia)  on 
September  27,  1976,  tendered  for  filing 
proposed  changes  in  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  1,  as  follows: 

Thirty-first  Revised  Sheet  No.  16. 

Fourteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  64A. 
Thirty-second  Revised  Sheet  No.  16. 
Fifteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  64A. 

Columbia  states  that  these  proposed 
changes  to  be  effective  October  27,  1976 
and  November  1,  1976,  result  from  the 
implementation  of  Columbia’s  Purchased 
Gas  Cost  Adjustment  provision  con¬ 
tained  in  Section  20  of  the  General 
Terms  and  Conditions  of  its  FPC  Gas 
Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1,  and  FPC 
Opinion  No.  770  which  permitted  a 
special  one-time  PGA  filing. 

Tariff  sheets,  Thirty-first  Revised 
Sheet  No.  16  and  Fourteenth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  64 A,  proposed  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  on  October  27,  1976,  provide  for 
recovery  of  increas^  purchased  gas 
costs  attributable  to  Opinion  No.  770  of 
$285,999,264  annually,  with  the  sur¬ 
charge  providing  for  recovery  of  defer¬ 
red  purchased  gas  costs  of  $39,138,833, 
over  the  twelve  month  period  October  27, 
1976,  through  October  26,  1977,  includ¬ 
ing  carrying  charges,  according  to 
Columbia. 

$960,000  of  the  increase  in  purchased 
gas  costs  is  att^utable  to  the  effect  of  a 
supplier  tracking  of  Texas  Eastern  filed 
to  become  effective  October  9,  1976,  and 
an  advance  payment  tracking  of  Transco 
filed  to  become  effective  October  1,  1976, 
according  to  Columbia. 


Tariff  sheets.  Thirty-second  Revised  ” 
Sheet  No.  16  and  Fifteenth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  64A,  proposed  to  become  effective  on 
November  1,  1976,  reflect  an  increase  in 
purchased  gas  costs  of  $18,307,741  an¬ 
nually  resulting  from  Panhandle  Eastern 
Pipe  Line  Company’s  filing  pursuant  to 
Opinion  No.  770,  according  to  Columbia. 

Coliunbia  states  that  copies  of  the  fil¬ 
ing  were  served  upon  the  Company’s 
jurisdictional  customers  and  interested 
state  Commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  October  15,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-30119  FUed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER76-926] 

CONNECTICUT  LIGHT  &  POWER  CO. 

Transmission  Agreement 

October  6,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  29, 
1976,  the  Connecticut  Light  &  Power 
Company  ((TL&P)  tendered  for  filing  a 
proposed  rate  schedule  with  respect  to 
Transmission  Agreement  dated  August  1, 
1976  between  (1)  CL&P,  The  Hartford 
Electric  Light  Company  (HELCO)  and 
Western  Massachusetts  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  (WMECO)  and  (2)  New  Bedford 
Gas  and  Edison  Light  Company 
(NBG&E) .  ^ 

CL&P  states  that  the  Transmission 
Agreement  provides  for  a  transmission 
service  to  NBG&E  during  the  period  from 
November  1,  1976  to  October  31,  1978. 

The  transmission  charge  rate  is  a 
monthly  rate  equal  to  one-twelfth  of  the 
annual  average  cost  of  transmission  serv¬ 
ice  on  the  NU  system  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  section  13.9  (Determina¬ 
tion  of  Amoimt  'of  Pool  Transmission 
Facilities  (PTF)  Costs)  of  the  New  Eng¬ 
land  Power  Pool  (NEPOOL)  Agreement 
and  the  uniform  rules  adopted  by  the 
NEPOOL  Executive  Committee,  multi¬ 
plied  by  the  number  of  kilowatts  which 
NBG&E  is  entitled  to  receive. 

CL&P  requests  an  effective  date  of  No¬ 
vember  1,  1976  for  the  Transmission 
Agreement. 

HEIL(X)  and  WMECO  have  filed  cer¬ 
tificates  of  concurrence  in  this  docket. 

CL&P  states  that  copies  of  this  rate 
schedule  have  been  mailed  delivered 
to  CL&P,  Hartford,  Connecticut,  HELCO, 
Hartford,  Connecticut,  WMECO,  West 
Springfield,  Massachusetts  and  NBG&E, 
New  Bedford,  Massachusetts. 
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CUtP  further  states  Umt  the  filing  Is 
in  accordance  with  section  35  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commiaiion,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  DC. 
2042d,  in  accOTdance  with  i§  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedures  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  October  19,  1976.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
i^lication  are  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  are  available  for  public 
Inspection.  - 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.76-30114  Piled  10-13-7e;8:45  ami 


[Docket  No.  £-02161 

DAYTON  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Filing 

October  7,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  9, 1976, 
the  Dayton  Power  and  Light  Company 
tendered  for  filing  revised  rate  sched¬ 
ules  in  conformity  with  the  Settlement 
Agreement  approved  by  the  Comjnission 
by  order  issued  August  30, 1976. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  as  to 
said  filing  should  file  comments  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  In  accordance  with  S§  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  comments  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  October  18,  1976.  Copies  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-30118  PUed  10-13-76;8:46  amj 


[Docket  No.  E-95701  ^ 

DELMARVA  POWER  &  LIGHT  COMPANY 
OF  MARYLAND 

Request  for  Authority  To  Sell  Facilities  and 
Revised  Service  Agreement 

October  6, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  Delmarva  Power  fc 
Light  Company  of  Maryland  on  Septem¬ 
ber  28,  1976,  tendered  for  filing  a  Re¬ 
quest  for  Authorization  to  sell  its  Berlin 
Substation  to  the  Mayor  and  Council  of 
Berlin,  Maryland,  a  Maryland  municipal 
corporation. 

Delmarva  states  that  it  has  offered 
such  Berlin  Substation  to  the  Mayor  and 
Council  of  Berlin,  its  present  whole¬ 
sale  for  resale  customer,  at  Delmarva’s 
original  cost  therefor,  trended  and  de¬ 
preciated,  of  $85,886.37,  in  order  that 
Berlin  may  take  service  from  Delmarva 
at  the  lower  rates  available  for  High 
Tension  Service,  and  that,  contingent 


upon  authorisation  of  such  sale  by  this 
Commission  imder  Section  203  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  Delmarva  will  there¬ 
after  serve  Berlin  at  the  higher  delivery 
voltage  under  a  revised  Service  Agree¬ 
ment,  filed  simultaneously  with  the  in¬ 
stant  filing. 

A  copy  of  this  filing  has  been  served 
upon  Mayor  and  Council  of  Berlin,  Ber¬ 
lin,  Maryland,  and  for  information  on 
the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Mary¬ 
land. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C., 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFTEl  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  October  22,  1976.  Protests 
win  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  wiU  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. . 

[PR  Doc.76-30113  Piled  10-13-76;8;45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP76-526I 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Application 

October  6, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  17, 
1976,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Apphcant),  P.O.  Box  1492,  El  Paso, 
Texas,  79978,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP76- 
525  an  application  pursuant  to  section  7 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  as  implemented 
by  §  157.7(g)  of  the  Regulations  there¬ 
under  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
ccmstruction  and  for  permission  and 
approval  of  the  abandonment,  for  the 
calendar  year  1977,  and  (^ration  of  field 
gas  c(«npression  facilities  and  appur¬ 
tenances,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  application  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  purpose  of  this  budget-type  appli¬ 
cation  is  to  augment  Applicant’s  ability 
to  act  with  reasonable  dispatch  in  the 
constructlcm  and  abandonment  of  facili¬ 
ties  which  would  not  result  in  clianging 
Applicant’s  system  salable  capacity  or 
service  from  that  authorized  prior  to  the 
filing  of  the  instant  application. 

Applicant  states  that  the  total  cost  of 
the  proposed  projects  would  not  exceed 
$3,000,000  and  the  out-of-pocket  cost  for 
any  single  project  would  not  exceed 
$500,000.  Applicant  proposes  to  finance 
the  projects  through  internally  generated 
funds. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Octo¬ 
ber  19,  1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  prot^  in  ac- 


COTdance  with  the  requironents  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro- 
cedur^dS  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  Uie  Reg¬ 
ulations  xmder  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  ai^ropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  tiierein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  and  permission  and 
approval  for  the  proposed  abandonment 
are  required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes  that 
a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further  no¬ 
tice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-30122  Piled  10-13-76;8;45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP76-154] 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Proposed  Changes  in  FPC  Gas  Tariff 
October  6, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  El  Paso  Natural  Gas 
Company  (“El  Paso’’),  on  September  16, 
1976,  tendered  for  ^tng  a  prcHxised 
change  in  special  Rate  Schedule  F-1  to 
its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Third  Revised  Vol- 
mne  No.  2.  The  proposed  change  would 
increase  the  existing  base  rate  by  2.5<! 
per  Mcf  and  result  in  increased  revenues 
of  $10,950  from  a  field  sale  in  Dewey 
County,  Oklahoma,  to  Michigan  Wis¬ 
consin  Pipe  Line  Company  vmder  El 
Paso’s  Rate  Schedule  F-l,  based  on  an 
estimated  sales  volume  for  the  twelve- 
month  period  succeeding  the  proposed 
effective  date  of  the  rate  change  on  Octo¬ 
ber  10, 1976. 

El  Paso  states  that  Rate  Schedule  F-l 
is  comprised  of:  (i)  the  Assignment  of 
Oil  and  Gas  Leases  dated  July  23,  1973, 
between  El  Paso  and  Exxon  Corporation, 
and  (ii)  the  Gas  Purchase  Contract 
dated  June  16,  1966,  as  amended  April 
5,  1967,  between  Michigan  Wisconsin 
Pipe  Line  Company  (“Mich-Wis”)  as 
Buyer,  and  El  Paso,  successor  in  interest 
to  Exxon  Corporation,  as  Seller.  El  Paso 
further  states  that  the  instant  filing  is 
being  made  pursuant  to  §  154.63(a)  (3)  of 
the  Commission’s  Regtfiations  in  order 
that  the  rate  charged  under  Rate  Sched- 
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ule  P-1,  commencing  on  October  20, 1976, 
may  be  adjusted  to  the  contractual  rate 
provided  for  under  the  Gas  Purchase 
Contract  dated  June  16, 1966,  comprising 
a  part  cA  said  rate  schedule. 

In  connection  with  the  instant  notice 
of  change,  El  Paso  also  tendered  for 
filing  and  acceptance  Fourth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  1-D.l  to  its  PPC  Gas  Tariff, 
Third  Revised  Volume  No.  2.  El  Paso 
states  that  said  tariff  sheet  reflects  the 
rate  proposed  to  be  collected  by  El  Paso 
xmder  Rate  Schedule  F-1,  commencing 
on  October  20,  1976,  of  25.0214^  per  Mcf 
after  adjustment  for  taxes  and  Btu. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  this 
filing  should,  on  or  before  October  12, 
1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  a  pe- 
titution  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  Under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  AU  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-30116  Filed  10-13-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  RP75-84  and  RP72-140  (PGA 
76-6)1 

GREAT  LAKES  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Tariff  Filing 

October  6,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  Great  Lakes  Gas 
Transmission  Company  (Great  Lakes) 
tendered  for  filing  on  September  14, 
1976,  revised  tariff  sheets  in  purposed 
c<»npliance  with  the  Commission’s  “Or¬ 
der  Approving  Stipulation  and  Agree¬ 
ment  with  Condition”  issue  August  31, 
1976,  in  the  above-captioned  dockets. 
Great  Lakes  requests  that  certain  of 
these  tariff  sheets  be  made  effective  as 
of  November  14,  1975,  that  certain  other 
sheets  be  made  effective  May  1, 1976,  and 
that  other  sheets  be  made  effective  Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1976. 

Great  Lakes  states  than  an  additional 
tariff  sheet  has  also  been  filed  to  in¬ 
corporate  certain  minor  revisions  into  its 
FPC  Gas  Tariff. 

Great  Lakes  states  that  copies  of  the 
Instant  filing  have  been  served  upon  all 
its  customers  and  interested  State 
Commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C, 
20426,  in  accordance  with  S§  1-8  and  1.10 
of  the  C!<Mnmisslon’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 


such  petitions  or  protests  should  be 
filed  on  or  before  October  19,  1976.  Pro¬ 
tests  will  be  considered  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  x>n  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-3dll0  Filed  10-13-76;8:45  am] 


[Project  No.  719] 

JESSIE  I.  SMITH 
Issuance  of  Annual  License(s) 

October  6,  1976. 

On  June  30,  1972,  Jessie  I.  Smith, 
Licensee  for  Trinity  Power  Project  No. 
719,  located  in  Wenatchee  National  For¬ 
est,  Chelan  Ctounty,  on  the  James  and 
Phelps  Creeks,  tributaries  of  the  Chiwa- 
wa  River  in  Washington,  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  new  license  under  the 
Federal  Power  Act  and  Commission  Reg¬ 
ulations  thereunder. 

The  license  for  Project  No.  719  was 
issued  effective  November  1,  1952,  for  a 
period  ending  October  31, 1972.  Since  the 
original  date  of  expiration,  the  project 
has  been  under  annual  licenses,  the  most 
recent  of  which  will  expire  on  October  31, 
1976.  In  order  to  authorize  the  continued 
operation  and  maintenance  of  the  proj¬ 
ect  pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act, 
pending  Commission  action  on  the  Li- 
sensee’s  application,  it  is  appropriate  and 
in  the  public  interest  to  issue  an  an¬ 
nual  license  to  Jessie  I.  Smith. 

Take  notice  that  an  annual  license  is 
issued  to  Jessie  I.  Smith  imder  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  for  the  period  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1976,  to  October  31,  1977,  or  until 
Federal  takeover,  or  xmtU  the  issuance  of 
a  new  license  for  the  project,  whichever 
comes  first,  for  the  continued  operation 
and  maintenance  of  the  Project  No.  719, 
subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
its  present  license.  Take  further  notice 
that  if  Federal  takeover  or  issuance  of 
a  new  license  does  not  take  place  on  or 
before  October  31, 1977,  a  new  annual  li¬ 
cense  will  be  issued  each  year  thereafter, 
effective  November  1  of  each  year,  imtil 
such  time  as  Federal  takeover  takes 
place  or  a  new  license  is  issued,  without 
further  notice  being  given  by  the 
Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-30120  Filed  10-13-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-9206]- 

KAISER  ALUMINUM  AND  CHEMICAL 
CORP. 

Withdrawal  From  Proceeding 

October  6,  1976. 

In  the  matter  of  McDowell  County 
Consumers  CouncU,  Inc.  v.  American 
Electric  Power  Co.,  et  aL 
Take  notice  that  on  September  27, 
1976,  Kaiser  Aluminum  and  Chemical 


Corporation  (Kaiser)  submitted  its  No¬ 
tice  of  Withdrawal  as  a  party  in  the 
above-captioned  proceeding.  Kaiser 
states  that  as  a  result  of  a  favorable 
decision  by  the  Public  Service  Commis¬ 
sion  of  Ohio  (PUCX)  Case  No.  75-161-EL- 
SLF)  involving  the  application  of  the 
Ohio  Power  Company  (OPC)  for  can¬ 
cellation  of  a  power  agreement  between  ' 
Kaiser  and  OPC,  it  has  determined  that 
it  is  in  its  best  interests  to  restore  the 
prior  business  and  contractual  relation¬ 
ship  of  the  parties  and  to  avoid  the  cost 
incident  to  its  continued  participation 
in  this  proceeding. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
Submittal  should,  on  or  before  Octo¬ 
ber  22,  1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  or  protests  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10) .  The  Submittal  is  on  file  and 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-30115  Filed  10-13-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER76-917] 

KENTUCKY  UTILITIES  CO. 

Rate  Change 

October  6,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  23, 
1976,  the  Kentucky  Utilities  Company 
(Company)  tendered  for  filing  a  change 
in  its  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  74  which 
consists  of  a  “1976  Supplemental  Agree¬ 
ment”  (Supplement)  with  City  of  Owens¬ 
boro  (City) ,  City  Utility  Commission 
(Commission) ,  and  Company. 

Kentucky  Utilities  Company  states  the 
Supplement  provides  for  changes  in  the 
current  rate  schedule  on  file  with  FPC, 
as  relates  to  certain  bonds  previously  is¬ 
sued  by  the  City  which  affect  the  charges 
under  the  rate  schedule.  Hae  City  is 
issuing  a  new  bond  issue  designated  as 
“Electric  Light  and  Power  Revenue  Re¬ 
funding  Bonds,  Station  2,  1976  Series” 
which  is  to  refund  a  similar  issue,  “*  *  * 
Station  2,  1970  Series.”  The  1976  Series 
has  a  lower  interest  rate  than  the  1970 
Series  that  will  produce  a  savings  in  in¬ 
terest,  over  the  life  of  the  bonds,  in  the 
amount  of  approximately  $6,802,159.81. 
The  Company  further  states  that  since 
recovery  of  capital  costs  are  included  in 
the  rate  schedule  charges  imder  the  con¬ 
tract  between  the  parties,  the  filing  is  a 
reduction  in  the  rate. 

Included  with  the  Company’s  filing 
was  a  Certificate  of  Concurrence  ex¬ 
ecuted  jointly  by  City  and  Commission. 

The  Company  in  its  filing  requested 
waiver  of  prior  notice  requirement  under 
§  35.11  which  will  allow  implementation 
of  the  Supplemental  Agreement  and 
scheduled  sale  of  the  bonds  on  Octo¬ 
ber  20,  1976. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  In 
accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
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Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  October  18,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken 
but  will  not  service  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-30in  Piled  10-13-76:8:45  am] 

|DooketNo.RP73-97  (PGA  76-4)  RP76-031 

KENTUCKY  WEST  VIRGINIA  GAS  CO. 

Filing  of  Revised  Tariff  Sheet  and  Motion 
To  Make  Tariff  Sheets  Effective 

October  6, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  23, 1976, 
Kentucky  West  Virginia  Gas  Company 
tendered  for  filing  in  the  above  entitled 
proceeding  a  proposed  substitute  tariff 
sheet  and  motion  to  make  certain  tariff 
sheets  effective.  In  support  thereof  Ken- 
tuc^  West  Virginia  states  as  follows: 

On  AprU  23, 1976,  Kentucky  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  tendered  for  filing  and  filed  First 
Revised  Volume  Ho.  1  of  its  Federal 
Power  Commission  Gas  Tariff. 

By  order  issued  May  28, 1973,  the  Com¬ 
mission,  except  Insofar  as  it  applied  to 
the  Equitable  Gas  Company  for  domestic 
service  in  Kentucky,  accepted  the  above- 
mentioned  First  Revised  Volume  No.  1 
for  filing  and  suspended  the  use  until 
October  31, 1976. 

Upon  the  filing  of  the  necessary  com¬ 
pliance  material  and  the  filing  of  a  new 
service  agreement  between  Kentucky 
West  and  Equitable  Gas  Company  cov¬ 
ering  the  natural  gas  required  for 
domestic  service  in  Kentucky,  the  Com¬ 
mission  by  Order  dated  July  20,  1976, 
made  First  Revised  Volume  No.  1  of 
Kentucky  West’s  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  Gas  Tariff  applicable  to  the 
Equitable  Gas  Company  for  domestic 
service  in  Kentucky  effective  October  31, 
1976. 

The  Commisison  on  July  27,  1976,  in 
Opinion  770,  Docket  No.  RM75-14,  pre¬ 
scribed  a  new  Uniform  National  Gas 
Rate  for  Sales  of  Natural  Gas  Dedicated 
to  Interstate  Commerce  on  and  after 
January  1,  1973,  for  the  period  Janu¬ 
ary  1, 1975,  to  December  31,  1976.  Pursu¬ 
ant  to  that  Order,  the  rates  prescribing 
therein  for  gas  qualifying  thereunder 
are,  under  §  2.66  of  the  Commission’s 
General  Policy  and  Interpretations, 
Paragraph  (C)  of  that  Order,  applicable 
to  pipeline  or  pipeline  afOliate  produc¬ 
tion.  Kentucky  West  produces  the  greater 
percentage  of  the  gas  it  sells  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce. 

In  Opinion  770,  Docket  No.  RM75-14, 
the  Commission  in  Paragraph  (D)  of  the 
Order  provided  that  “*  *  *  any  jmlsdic- 
tional  pipeline  conn>any  having  a  pur¬ 
chased  gas  adjustment  clause  in  effect 
as  of  the  date  of  this  order  may  file  on 
or  before  September  27, 1976  •  •  •  ."  Ken¬ 
tucky  West  had  a  purchased  gas  adjust¬ 


ment  clause  in  effect  as  of  the  date  of  this 
Order  covering  its  own  production  where 
applicable  as  well  as  gas  purchased  from 
independent  producers  and,  as  a  result 
of  Opinion.  770,  Original  Sheet  No.  27, 
First  Revised  Volume  No.  1  of  Kentucky 
West’s  Federal  Power  Commission  Gas 
Tariff  no  longer  accurately  reflects  Ken¬ 
tucky  West’s  gas  costs.  The  purpose  of 
the  sheet  entitled,  “Substitute  Original 
Sheet  No.  27,’’  is  to  refiect  ?:entucky 
West’s  gas  costs  since  Opinion  770. 

Kentucky  West  may,  pmrsuant  to 
Paragraph  (D)  of  Opinion  770  file,  on 
or  before  September  27,  1976,  a  special 
rate  increase  tracking  its  increased  gas 
costs  pursuant  to  Opinion  770  effective 
October  27,  1976.  However,  such  action, 
in  light  of  the  fact  that  Kentucky  West 
will  make  First  Revised  Volmne  No.  1  of 
Kentucky  West’s  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  Gas  Tariff  effective  as  of  Octo¬ 
ber  31,  1976,  would  require  a  duplication 
of  efforts  bn  the  case,  Kentuclo^  West  re¬ 
quests,  pursuant  to  !  154.66(b)  of  the 
^gulations  of  this  Commission,  special 
permission  to  file  the  sheet  entitled, 
“Substitute  Original  Sheet  No.  27,”  and 
a  waiver  by  the  Commission  of  the 
October  27,  1976  filing  date  in  Opinion 
770  to  October  31. 1976,  so  that  Kentucky 
West  may  make  effective,  simultaneously, 
all  the  tariff  sheets  comprising  First  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  1  of  its  Federal  Power 
Commission  Gas  Tariff  as  filed  on  April 
23, 1976,  except  Original  Sheet  No.  27  for 
which  the  sheet  entitled,  “Substitute 
Original  Sheet  No.  27,”  shall  be  made 
effective  in  lieu  thereof. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  and 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  or  protest  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirement  of  the 
Ccmunission’s  Rules  of  Practice  fl-nr) 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  October  15,  1976.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  the  proceeding  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Kentucky  West  Virginia  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.76-30123  Filed  10-13-76;8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  CP74-02] 

Mc(:ULLOCH  INTERSTATE  GAS  CORP. 

Petition  To  Amend 

October  6. 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  13, 
1976,^  McCulloch  Interstate  Gas  Corpora¬ 
tion  (Petitioner) ,  10880  Wllshire  Boule¬ 
vard,  Los  Angeles,  California  90024,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CP74-92  a  petition  to 
amend  the  order  of  February  11,  1976,  in 
said  docket  issuing  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  pursuant  to 
section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  by 


which  petition  Petitioner  requests  au¬ 
thorization  to  expand  the  area  in  the 
Spearhead  Ranch,  Converse  County, 
Wyoming,  for  which  Petitioner  has  au¬ 
thority  to  perform  a  transportation  serv¬ 
ice  imder  an  agreement  with  Colorado 
Interstate  Gas  C(Hnpany  (CIG),  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  to 
amend  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

The  petition  Indicates  that  a  gas  trans¬ 
portation  agreement  between  Petitioner 
and  CIG,  dated  September  5,  1973,  and 
later  amended  to  expand  the  delineated 
area,  provides  for  a  transportation  serv¬ 
ice  by  Petitioner  for  CIG  for  gas  pro¬ 
duced  from  a  certain  delineated  area  in 
the  Spearhead  Ranch,  and  as  part  of  the 
consideration  CIG  gave  Petitioner  the 
right  to  purchase  40  percent  of  the  gas  of 
the  25  percent  purchased  by  CIG  from 
the  expanded  area. 

Petitioner  asserts  that  development  of 
raw  gas  supplies  outside  the  present  area 
has  occurred  and  that  there  are  cur¬ 
rently  four  new  wells  available  for  pro¬ 
duction  from  the  proposed  expanded  area 
with  a  combined  production  capability 
of  about  3,500  Mcf  per  day.  Petitioner 
also  states  that  by  reason  of  its  right  to 
purchase  a  portion  of  the  gas,  this  new 
supply  would  also  increase  gas  volumes 
available  to  meet  Petitioner’s  future  mar¬ 
ket  requirements.  Petitioner  further 
claims  that  no  additional  facilities  would 
be  required  to  transport  the  additional 
volumes  available  from  the  enlarged 
area. 

^The  application  was  tendered  for  filing 
September  13,  1976;  however,  the  fee  re¬ 
quired  by  Section  169.1  of  the  Regulations 
under  the  Natiural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  159.1) 
was  not  paid  until  September  26,  1976.  Thus, 
filing  was  not  completed  until  the  letter 
date. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
October  26,  1976,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  Intervene  or  a  protest 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR'  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-30112  PUed  10-13-76;8;46  am) 


[Docket  No.  CP76-5381 

MICHIGAN  WISCONSIN  PIPELINE  CO. 
Notice  of  Application 

October  7, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  27. 
1976,  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line 
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Company  (Applicant),  One  Woodward 
Avenue,  Detroit,  Michigan  48226,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP76-538  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  authorizing  the  ex¬ 
change  of  natmal  gas  with  Panhandle 
Eastern  Pipe  Line  Company  (Panhandle) 
on  an  emergency  basis  and  the  retention 
in  place  of  facilities  constructed  for 
emergeney  operations,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  the  public 
inspection. 

It  is  stated  that  to  augment  its  gas 
supplies  from  traditional  sources  to  as¬ 
sist  in  filling  storage  during  the  current 
injection  cycle.  Applicant  acquired  the 
right  on  an  emergency  basis  to  purchase 
during  a  sixty-day  period  commencing 
August  2,  1976,  additional  gas  supplies 
from  Oklahoma  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Oklahoma  Natural) .  In  view  of  capacity 
limitations  due  to  prior  commitments  on 
its  Southwest  mainline  system,  however. 
Applicant  determined  that  it  would  be 
unable  to  take  deliveries  of  all  or  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  gas  which  Oklahoma  Natural 
may  have  available  under  the  emergency 
sale  absent  some  alternate  transporta¬ 
tion  arrangement,  it  is  said.  Applicant 
shows  that  Panhandle  was  requested  and 
agreed  to  assist  Applicant  by  providing 
an  emergency  transportation  service  for 
up  to  100.000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day 
which  Applicant  would  deliver,  or  cause 
to  have  delivered,  to  Panhandle  for  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  accoimt.  Incident  to  effectuat¬ 
ing  the  transportation  service  and  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  §  157.22  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations,  Applicant 
constructed  for  emergency  operations  an 
interconnection  between  its  Dewey 
County  gathering  system  and  the  pipe¬ 
line  system  of  Panhandle,  it  is  said. 

Applicant  states  that  the  interconnec¬ 
tion  comprises  approximately  0.2  miles 
of  12-inch  pipeline  and  includes  a  meas¬ 
uring  station.  It  is  shovm  that  the  facili¬ 
ties  are  located  in  Section  19,  Dewey 
Coimty,  Oklahoma,  and  interconnect  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  16-inch  Trunk  464  extension 
and  an  existing  22-inch  pipeline  owned 
and  operated  by  Panhandle.  These  facili¬ 
ties  were  placed  in  service  for  emergency 
operation  on  August  2,  1976,  it  is,  stated, 
and  Applicant  requests  authorization  to 
retain  such  facilities  in  place  to  serve 
as  an  emergency  interconnection  thereby 
to  provide  additional  operating  flexi¬ 
bility  for  both  it  and  Panhandle  since 
the  facilities  can  be  utilized  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  making  deliveries  of  natural  gas 
by  either  party  to  the  other.  Applicant 
further  requests  authorization  to  ex¬ 
change  natural  gas  with  Panhandle  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  set  forth  in  a  letter  agreement 
dated  September  20,  1976,  between  Ap¬ 
plicant  and  Panhandle. 

Applicant  estimates  the  cost  of  these 
facilities  to  be  $105,190,  which  is  subject 
to  change  after  all  invoices  have  been 
submitted  to  Applicant  for  payment. 

It  Is  stated  that  Panhandle  would  file 
an  application  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing  it 
to  retain  In  place  the  tap  it  made  on  its 


22-inch  pipeline  to  connect  the  facilities 
described  herein. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  anyvprotest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  pn  or  before  Octo¬ 
ber  28,  1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CPR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Comm^ion’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
tlie  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  this  application  if  no  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review'  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed, 
or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  Herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-30125  Piled  10-13-76;8:45  amj 


[Docket  No.  EB76-925] 

MONTAUP  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Filing 

October  7,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  Montaup  Electric 
Company  (“Montaup”)  on  September  28, 
1976  tendered  for  filing  an  agreement 
made  as  of  October  31,  1976,  with- Maine 
Public  Service  Company  (“Maine  Public 
Service”) .  Under  the  agreement  Montaup 
assigns  to  Maine  Public  Service  approxi¬ 
mately  6  megawatts  of  Montaup’s  share 
of  its  entitlement  to  New  Brunswick 
Power  under  the  Second  Supplement  to 
the  New  Brunswick  Participation  Agree¬ 
ment  dated  as  of  Deceipber  1,  1971.  The 
assignment  by  Montaup  to  Maine  Public 
Service  is  for  the  period  November  1, 
1976  through  December  31,  1977.  Maine 
Public  Service"  agrees  to  make  all  pay¬ 
ments  and  discharge  all  obligations, 
duties  and  liabilities  with  respect  to  the 
assigned  entitlement. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
Maine  Public  Service  and  the  Massachu¬ 
setts  Department  of  Puollc  Utilities. 


Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CPR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  October  18,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  protest- 
ants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-30117  FUed  10-13-76;8;45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER76-8201 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO.  OF  OKLAHOMA 
Extension  of  Time 

October  4,  1976. 

On  September  28,  1976,  Public  Service 
Company  of  Oklahoma  filed  a  motion  to 
extend  the  time  for  responding  to  the 
protest,  petition  to  intervene,  and  motion 
for  summary  disposition  filed  by  the 
Grand  River  E>am  Authority  on  Septem¬ 
ber  8,  1976,  in  the  above-designated  pro¬ 
ceeding,  ' 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  time  for  responding  to 
GRDA’s  submission  is  extended  to  and 
including  October  8, 1976. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-30109  Piled  10-13-76:8:45  amJ 


[Docket  No.  CP76-5321 

UNITED  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Application 

October  6,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  21, 
1976,  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company 
(applicant),  P.O.  Box  1478,  Houston, 
Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CT»76- 
532  an  application  pursuant  to  section  7 
(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certif¬ 
icate  of  public  convenience  and  ,neces- 
sity  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
natural  gas  for  Elizabethtown  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  (Elizabethtowm)  from  a  point  on 
Applicant’s  6-inch  Boggy  Creek-Hunts- 
ville  main  line  in  Anderson  County, 
Texas,  to  a  mutually  agreeable  existing 
authorized  point  of  interconnection  with 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corpo¬ 
ration  (Transco)  for  Elizabethtown’s  ac¬ 
count,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  deliver  for  a 
'period  of  one  year  up  to  750  Mcf  of  gas 
per  day  that  Elizabethtown  has  pur¬ 
chased  from  National  Exploration  Com¬ 
pany  in  the  area  traversed  by  Applicant’s 
6-inch  Boggy  creek-Himtsvllle  main  line. 
Applicant  proposes  to  charge  16.55  cents 
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per  Mcf  of  gas  at  14.73  psia  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  service  and  would  retain  1.5 
percent  of  the  volumes  transported  as  al¬ 
lowance  for  gas  consumed  in  Applicant’s 
system. 

Applicant  indicates  that  the  proposed 
transportation  of  gas  would  enable  Eliza¬ 
bethtown  to  take  into  its  system  volumes 
of  gas  purchased  by  it  in  an  area  in  which 
it  has  no  available  facilities,  without  the 
construction  of  any  new  facilities.  The 
proposed  transportation  of  gas  for  Eliza¬ 
bethtown  would  not  affect  service  to  the 
existing  customers  of  Applicant,  it  is  said. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  refe'rence  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Octo¬ 
ber  21,  1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  interv'ene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  ^f  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CPR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  I^eg- 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  w'ill  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed, 
or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  imless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

'  ^  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-30121  Filed  10-13-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER76-928] 

WISCONSIN  MICHIGAN  POWER  CO. 

New  Interconnection  Agreement 

October  7, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  30, 
1976,  Wisconsin  Michigan  Power  Com¬ 
pany  tendered  for  filing  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  a  new  intercon¬ 
nection  agreement  dated  September  22, 
1976  with  Wisconsin  Public  Service 
Corporation. 

The  agreement,  effective  October  31, 
1976,  supersedes  the  following  intercon¬ 


nection  agreements  which  are  presently 
on  file  with  the  PPC  as  Wisconsin  Michi¬ 
gan  Power  Company  Rate  Schedules: 

Interconnection  FPt  rate 

agreement  date:  schedule  No. 

Nov.  7,  1945 . 26 

Dec.  16,  1946_._ .  30 

Dec.  8,  1948— . —  34 

Nov.  17.  1954 - 40-B 

Oct.  14.  1963 _  48 

Sept.  1.  1964 . 50 

March  9.  1966 _ 53 

The  major  changes  incorporated  in  the 
new  agreement  are  as  follows : 

(a)  Two  additional  points  ol  Interconnec¬ 
tion  between  the  parties; 

(b)  Each  existing  point  of  interconnection 
with  varying  terms  and  conditions  is  In¬ 
cluded  as  an  appendix  to  the  agreement; 

(c)  Classes  of  energy  are  specifically  ex¬ 
cluded;  however,  terms  and  conditions  for 
interchange  of  power  and  energy  shall  be  in 
accordance  with  the  Interconnection  Agree¬ 
ment  between  Wisconsin  Public  Service  Cor¬ 
poration  and  Wisconsin  Electric  Power  Com¬ 
pany,  who  acts  as  agent  for  Wisconsin  Michi¬ 
gan  Power  Company. 

Wisconsin  Public  Service  Corporation 
has  been  furnished  with  a  duplicate 
original  of  this  agreement. 

Sufficient  information  to  estimate  with 
any  degree  of  accuracy  the  quantities  of 
energy  which  will  be  delivered  by  either 
party  under  the  various  classes  of  energy 
is  not  available. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  1.8  and  para¬ 
graph  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CPR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  October  20, 
1976.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  parson  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-30124  Filed  10-13-76;8:45  am] 

GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

REGULATORY  REPORTS  REVIEW 
Approval  of  a  Proposed  Report 

A  request  for  clearance  of  a  proposed 
report  intended  for  use  in  collecting  in¬ 
formation  from  the  public  was  accepted 
by  the  Regulatory  Reports  Review  Staff, 
GAO,  on  August  19,  1976.  See  44  U.S.C. 
3512  (c)  and  (d).  'The  purpose  of  pub¬ 
lishing  this  notice  is  to  inform  the  pub¬ 
lic  of  such  receipt  and  the  action  taken 
by  GAO. 

Federal  Power  Commission 

FPC  requested  clearance  of  a  new  FPC 
Form  108,  Questionnaire  Schedules  fOT 


Continuing  Review  of  Rate  Schedules 
Analysis,  Filed  Rates.  Volumes  and 
Quality  Conditions.  Notice  of  this  receipt 
and  request  for  comments  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  August  25, 
1976  (See  41  PR  35909.) 

We  find  that  use  of  Form  108  to  supply 
current  annual  information,  to  apply 
for  a  rate  certificate,  an  amendment  to 
the  rate  schedule  or  to  request  rate 
changes,  is  consistent  with  the  provisions 
of  the  law..  However,  with  regard  to  the 
requirement  that  respondents  update 
rate  schedule  data  from  1972  to  the  pres¬ 
ent.  we  find  that  this  information  is  al- 
rea^  available  to  the  FPC.  Additionally,  ' 
we  find  that  the  burden  on  respondents 
has  not  been  minimized. 

Therefore,  we  are  providing  clearance 
for  the  use  of  all  schedules  of  Form  108 
for  ongoing  data'xollection.  FPC  may  use 
Form  108  to  collect  any  necessary  data 
items  which  are  not  presently  available 
in  FPC  files  or  from  another  Federal 
source.  FPC  may  also  provide  com¬ 
pleted  forms  to  the  respondents  for  veri¬ 
fication  of  the  data.  However,  the  use  of 
schedules  502,  503,  and  504  to  collect  in¬ 
formation  to  update  1972  rate  schedule 
data  is  hereby  denied. 

FPC  Form  108  was  approved  for  on¬ 
going  data  collection  under  number 
B-180228  (RO406)  on  October  4,  1976. 
This  clearance  expires  September  30, 
1979. 

NORM.i\N  F.  Heyl, 
Regulatory  Reports  Review  Officer. 

|FR  Doc.76-30091  Filed  10-13-76;8:45  am] 


REGULATORY  REPORTS  REVIEW 
Receipt  of  Report  Proposal 

The  following  request  for  clearance  of 
a  report  intended  for  use  in  collecting  in¬ 
formation  from  the  public  was  received 
by  the  Regulatory  Reports  Review  Staff, 
GAO,  on  October  5.  1976.  See  44  U.S.C. 
3512  (c)  and  (d).  ’The  purpose  of  pub¬ 
lishing  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  is  to  inform  the  public  of  such 
receipt. 

The  notice  includes  the  title  of  the 
request  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  and  the  frequency  with 
which  the  information  is  proposed  to  be 
collected. 

■  Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
•  NRC  request  are  invited  from  all  inter¬ 
ested  persons,  organizations,  public  in¬ 
terest  groups,  and  affected  businesses. 
Because  of  the  limited  amount  of  time 
GAO  has  to  review  the  proposed  request, 
comments  (in  triplicate)  must  be  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  befm-e  November  1,  1976, 
and  should  be  addressed  to  Mr.  John  M. 
Lovelady,  Acting  Assistant  Director, 
Regulatory  Reports  Review,  Room  5216, 
425  I  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20548. 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  Patsy  J.  Stuart  of  the  Regulatory 
Reports  Review  Staff,  202-376-5425.  i 
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Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 

NRC  requests  clearance  of  a  new 
voluntary  Construction  Status  Report. 
NRC  requests  schedule  and  status  Infor- 
maticm  from  utilities  on  the  construction 
of  nuclear  power  plants,  testing;  and  fuel 
loading.  This  information  is  needed  by 
NRC  for  scheduling  and  meeting  licens¬ 
ing  commitments  to  the  utilities,  for 
for^asting  licensing  issuance,  and  to 
effectively  utilize  available  NRC  techni¬ 
cal  manpower  for  inspection  and  evalua¬ 
tion  to  assure  the  safe  operation  of 
nuclear  facilities.  The  information  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  utilities  is  combined 
with  information  provided  by  NRC  Re¬ 
gional  OflBces.  NRC  staff  reviews  and 
analyses  all  submissions  of  data,  and  in¬ 
corporates  changes  to  the  construction 
netwoiite  and  data  sheets  into  the  “Con¬ 
struction  Status  Report”  issued  monthly. 
Respondents  are  utilities  with  nuclear 
power  plants  under  construction  who 
submit  monthly  construction  reports  to 
the  NRC.  NRC  estimates  each  report  re¬ 
quires  approximately  one  hour  to 
prepare. 

Norman  F.  Heyl, 
Regulatory  Reports  Review  Officer. 
jPR  Doc.7e-30090  Piled  10-13-76;8:45  am] 


INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

IAA1921-I62] 

MELAMINE  IN  CRYSTAL  FORM  FROM 
JAPAN 

Investigation  and  Hearing 

Having  received  advice  from  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Treasury  on  September 
20,  1976,  that  melamine  in  crystal  form 
from  Japan  is  being,  or  is  likely  to  be, 
sold  at  less  than  fair  value,  the  United 
States  International  Trade  Commission, 
on  October  6,  1976,  instituted  investiga¬ 
tion  No.  AA1921-162  under  section  201 
(a)  of  the  Antidumping  Act,  1921,  as 
amended  (19  U.S.C.  160(a)),  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  an  industry  in  the  United 
States  is  being  or  is  likely  to  be  injured, 
or  Is  prevented  from  being  established, 
by  reason  of  the  importation  of  such 
merchandise  into  the  United  States. 

Hearing:  A  public  hearing  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  investigation  will  be  held 
in  the  Commission’s  Hearing  Room, 
United  States  International  Trade  Com- 
misison  Building,  701  E  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20436,  beginning  at  10 
a.m.,  ejs.t.,  on  November  9,  1976.  All  par¬ 
ties  shall  there  and  then  have  the  right 
to  appear  by  counsel  or  in  person,  to 
present  evidence,  and  to  be  heard.  Re¬ 
quests  to  appear  at  the  public  hearing, 
or  to  intervene  vmder  the  provisions  of 
section  201(d)  of  the  Antidumping  Act, 
1921  (19  UB.C.  160(d)),  shaU  be  filed 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  in 
writing,  not  later  than  the  close  of  busi¬ 
ness  on  November  4, 1976. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Issued:  October  8, 1976. 

E^nneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

IPR  Doc.76-30172  PUed  10-18-76:8:46  am) 


NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL 
ON  ECONOMIC  OPPORTUNITY 

COMMITTEE  ON  AGENCY  OPERATIONS 
Proposed  Meeting 

October  7,  1976. 

Pursuant  to  section  10  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  of  1972  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  the  Committee  on 
Agency  Operations  of  the  National  Ad¬ 
visory  Coimcil  on  Economic  Opportimity 
will  hold  a  two-day  meeting  on  November 
17,  1976  and  November  18,  1976  at  the 
Coimcil  office  at  1725  K  Street,  N.W. 
(Room  405),  Washington,  D.C.  These 
meetings  will  begin  at  9:30  a.m.  and  are 
open  to  the  public. 

The  National  Advisory  Comicil  on  Eco¬ 
nomic  Opportunity  is  authorized  by  sec¬ 
tion  605  of  the  Community  Services  Act 
to  advise  the  President  and  the  Director 
of  the  Community  Services  Administra¬ 
tion  on  policy  matters  arising  under  the 
administration  of  the  Act  and  to  review 
the  effectiveness  and  operations  of  pro¬ 
grams  under  the  Act. 

Records  shall  be  kept  of  all  committee 
proceedings  and  shall  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  offiices  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Advisory  Council  on  Economic  Op¬ 
portunity. 

Walter  B.  QuETSCHr- 
Acting  Director. 

[PR  Dcc.76-30127  Filed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


COMMITTEE  ON  LEGISLATION 
Meeting 

October  7, 1976. 

Pursuant  to  section  10  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  of  1972  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  the  Committee  on 
Legislation  of  the  National  Advisory 
Council  on  Economic  Opportunity  will 
hold  a  meeting  on  November  18,  1976 
at  the  Council  office  at  1725  K  Street, 
N.W.  (Room  405)^  Washington,  D.C. 
This  meeting  will  begin  at  9:30  a.m.  and 
is  open  to  the  public. 

The  National  Advisory  Council  on 
Economic  Opportunity  is  authorized  by 
section  605  of  the  Community  Services 
Act  to  advise  the  President  and  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Community  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration  on  policy  matters  arising 
imder  the  administration  of  the  Act  and 
to  review  the  effectiveness  and  opera¬ 
tions  of  programs  under  the  Act. 

Records  shall  be  kept  of  all  committee 
proceedings  and  shall  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  offices  of  the 
National  Advisory  Council  on  Economic 
Opportunity. 

Walter  B.  Quetsch, 
Acting  Director. 

IFR  Doc.76-30128  Piled  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON 
ECONOMIC  OPPORTUNITY 

Meeting 

October  7, 1976. 

Pursuant  to  section  10  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  of  1972  notice 


is  hereby  given  that  the  National  Advi¬ 
sory  Council  on  Economic  Opportunity 
will  hold  a  meeting  on  November  19. 1976 
at  the  Council  office  at  1725  K  Street, 
N.W.  (Room  405) ,  Washington,  D.C.  The 
meeting  will  begin  at  9:30  a.m.  and  is 
open  to  the  public. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  will  be  to 
hear  progress  reports  from  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Agency  Operations  and  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Legislation  and  to  define  the 
timeframe  for  further  study  for  its  Re¬ 
port  to  the  President. 

The  National  Advisory  Council  on 
Economic  Opportunity  is  authorized  by 
section  605  of  the  Community  Services 
Act  to  advise  the  President  and  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Community  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration  on  policy  matters  arising 
under  the  administration  of  the  Act  and 
to  review  the  effectiveness  and  opera¬ 
tions  of  programs  under  the  Act. 

Records  shall  be  kept  of  all  proceed¬ 
ings  and  shall  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  offices  of  the  National 
Advisory  Council  on  Economic  Opportu¬ 
nity. 

Walter  B.  Quetsch, 
Acting  Director. 

IPR  Doc.76-30129  Filed  10-13-76:8:45  am) 


NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

I  Notice  76-89] 

LEFFERTS  A.  MCCLELLAND 

Intent  To  Grant  Exclusive  Patent  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  intent  to 
grant  to  Lefferts  A.  McClelland,  Indian 
Harbour  Beach,  Florida,  a  limited  exclu¬ 
sive,  revocable  license  to  practice  the  in¬ 
vention  described  in  U.S.  Patent  No. 
3,715,660,  for  “Determining  Distence  to 
Lightning  Strokes  From  a  Single  Sta¬ 
tion”,  Issued  to  NASA  on  February  6, 
1973,  to  the  Administrator  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Aeronautics  and  S(>ace  Adminis¬ 
tration  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  of 
America.  The  propiosed  exclusive  license 
will  be  for  a  limited  number  of  years  and 
will  contain  other  appropriate  terms  and 
conditions  to  be  negotiated  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  NASA  Patent  Licensing 
Regulations,  14  CFR  1245.2,  as  revised 
April  1,  1972.  NASA  will  grant  the  ex¬ 
clusive  license  unless  within  30  days  of 
this  Notice,  the  Chairman,  Inventions 
and  Contributions  Board,  NASA,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20546,  receives  in  writing 
any  of  the  following  together  with  sup¬ 
porting  documentation :  (i)  a  statement 
from  any  person  setting  forth  reasons 
why  it  would  not  be  in  the  best  interest 
of  the  United  States  to  grant  the  pro- 
p>osed  exclusive  license;  or  (11)  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  a  nonexclusive  license  imder 
such  invention  in  accordance  with 
§  1245.206(b),  in  which  applicant  states 
that  he  has  already  brought  or  is  likely 
to  bring  the  invention  to  practical  ap¬ 
plication  within  a  reasonable  period.  The 
Board  will  review  all  written  responses 
to  the  Notice  and  then  recommend  to  the 
Admlnlstratorwhether  to  grant  the  ex¬ 
clusive  license. 
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Dated :  October  7. 1976. 

S.  Neil  Hosenball, 
General  Counsel. 
(FR  Doc.76-30098  PUed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


[Notice  76-88] 

TOMAR  ELECTRONICS 

Intent  To  Grant  Exclusive  Patent  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  intent  to 
grant  to  Tomar  Electronics,  Chicago, 
Illinois,  a  limited  exclusive,  revocable  li¬ 
cense  to  practice  the  invention  described 
in  U.S.  Patent  No.  3,889,264,  for  “Ve¬ 
hicle  Locating  System  Utilizing  AM 
Broadcasting  Station  Carriers”,  issued 
on  June  10,  1975,  to  the  Administrator 
of  the  National  Aeronautics  and  Space 
Administration  on  behalf  of  the  United 
States  of  America.  The  proposed  exclu¬ 
sive  license  will  be  for  a  limited  number 
of  years  and  will  contain  other  appro¬ 
priate  terms  and  conditions  to  be  nego¬ 
tiated  in  accordance  with  the  NASA 
Patent  Licensing  Regulations,  14  CPR 
1245.2,  as  revised  April  1,  1972.  NASA 
will  grant  the  exclusive  license  unless 
within  30  days  of  this  Notice,  the  Chair¬ 
man,  Inventions  and  Contributions 
Board,  NASA,  Washington,  D.C,  20546, 
receives  in  writing  any  of  the  following 
together  with  supporting  documenta¬ 
tion:  (i)  a  statement  from  any  person 
setting  forth  reasons  why  it  would  not 
be  in  the  best  interest  of  the  United 
States  to  grant  the  proposed  exclusive 
license:  or  (ii)  an  application  for  a  non¬ 
exclusive  license  imder  such  invention 
in  accordance  with  §  1245.206(b),  in 
which  applicant  states  that  he  has  al¬ 
ready  brought  or  is  likely  to  bring  the 
invention  to  practical  application  within 
a  reasonable  period.  The  Board  will  re¬ 
view  all  written  responses  to  the  Notice 
and  then  recommend  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  whether  to  grant  the  exclusive 
license. 

Dated:  October  7, 1976. 

S.  Neil  Hosenball, 
General  Counsel. 

[FB  Doc.76-30097  Filed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
SYSTEM 

DIGITAL  INTERFACE  CHARACTERISTICS 
FOR  DATA  COMMUNICATIONS  EQUIP¬ 
MENT 

Proposed  Federal  Standards  1020A, 
1030A,  1031,  and  1040 

The  Administrator  of  the  General 
Services  Administration  (GSA)  is  re¬ 
sponsible,  imder  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Property  and  Administrative 
Services  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  for  the 
Federal  Standardization  Program.  On  14 
August  1972,  the  National  Communica¬ 
tions  System  (NCS)‘  was  designated  by 
the  Administrator,  GSA,  as  the  respon¬ 
sible  agent  for  the  development  of  tele- 


1 DOD  Directive  5100.41,  "Arrangements  for 
Discharge  of  Executive  Agent  Responsibilities 
for  the  NCS” — filed  as  part  of  original  docu¬ 
ment. 


communication  standards  for  NCS  in¬ 
teroperability  and  the  computer-com¬ 
munications  interface.  The  Federal  Tcle- 
commimication  Standards  Committee 
(FTSC)  was  established  under  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  NCS  to  accomplish  this 
mission.  Additionally,  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  is  authorized,  under  the 
provisions  of  Pub.  L.  89-306,  to  develop 
and  establish  uniform  Federal  automatic 
data  processing  standards. 

The  proposed  Federal  Standards  are 
part  of  a  series  of  joint  Federal  Tele¬ 
communication  Standards  and  Federal  , 
Information  Processing  Standards 
(FIPS)  falling  within  the  area  of  mutual 
responsibility  of  the  NCS  and  National 
Bureau  of  Standards  (NBS)  as  defined 
in  FIPS  PUB  23 "  and  NCS  Circular 
175-1> 

Proposed  PED-STD-1020A  and  FED- 
STD-1030A  will  adopt  proposed  Elec¬ 
tronic  Industries  Association  (EIA) 
standards  RS-422A  and  RS-423A  respec¬ 
tively.  These  proposed  EIA  standards 
specify  the  general-purpose  electrical 
characteristics  to  be  applied  to  data 
communications  interfaces.  They  are  re¬ 
vised  versions  of  FED-STD-1020  (RS- 
422)  and  FED-STD-1030  (RS-423)  that 
have  resulted  from  the  first  year  of  im¬ 
plementation  experience.  A  number  of 
editorial  refinements  have  been  incorpo¬ 
rated  to  enhance  understanding  and  re¬ 
move  ambiguities.  There  have  been  no 
changes  to  parameter  values. 

Proposed  FED-STD-1031  with  the 
companion  PIPS  PUB,  adopts  proposed 
EIA  standard,  temporarily  called  RS- 
XYZ,  which  specifies  the  functional  and 
mechanical  interface  between  data  ter¬ 
minal  equipment  and  data  circuit-termi¬ 
nating  equipment  in  applications  where 
data  is  transmitted  over  telecommunica¬ 
tion  networks  predominantly  analog  (i.e., 
nondigital)  transmission  facilities.  The 
original  announcement  for  this  standard 
was  made  in  Federal  Register,  Vol.  40, 
No.  235,  December  5,  1975.  As  a  result  of 
a  number  of  comments  received,  further 
development  work  was  accomplished  to 
provide  a  better  performing  interface  for 
the  future.  RS-XYZ  will  now  serve  pri¬ 
marily  as  a  transitionary  interface, 
which  is  interoperable  with  RS-232C, 
followed  by  a  new  proposed  EIA  stand¬ 
ard,  temporarily  called  RS-ABC,  which 
is  the  objective  for  future  use  after  a 
transitionary  period.  Proposed  RS-ABC, 
to  be  adopted  by  proposed  FED-STD- 
1029,  is  currently  under  development  and 
will  be  circulated  for  comment  when 
completed. 

FED-STD-1040,  with  the  companion 
FIPS  PUB,  adopts  the  proposed  Ameri¬ 
can  National  Standard,  temporarily 
called  “ANSI  X.21,”  which  specifies  the 
functional,  mechanical,  and  procedural 
characteristics  for  interface  applications 
with  new  digital  telecommunication  net¬ 
works.  This  standard  is  based  upon  ex¬ 
tensive  work  internationally  where  solid 


“Filed  as  part  of  original.  Copies  available 
from  UA.  Government  Printing  Office,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20402 

“Filed  as  part  of  original.  Copies  available 
from  Office  of  the  Manager,  NCS,  Washington, 
D  C.  20305 


agreement  has  been  reached  among  par¬ 
ticipating  nations. 

A  proposed  EIA  Electronic  Industries 
Bulletin,  Application  Note  on  Intercon¬ 
nection  between  Interface  Circuits  Using 
RS-XYZ/RS-423  and  RS-232C,  and  Na¬ 
tional  Communications  Systems  Techni¬ 
cal  Information  Bulletin  76-1,  provides 
further  information  on  the  transition 
from  existing  RS-232C  interfaces  to  the 
new  generation  RS-XYZ/RS-ABC/ANSI 
X.21  interfaces.  Copies  of  these  docu¬ 
ments,  as  well  as  the  proposed  EIA  and 
ANSI  standards,  can  be  obtained  from 
the  Office  of  the  Manager,  National  Com¬ 
munications  System,  Attn:  NCS-TS, 
Washington,  D.C.  20305. 

Prior  to  submission  of  the  final  en¬ 
dorsement  of  these  proposed  Federal 
Standards  and  the  companion  FIPS 
Publications  to  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  (DOC) :  the  Office  of  Telecommu¬ 
nications  Policy  (OTP) ,  Executive  Office 
of  the  President;  and  GSA,  it  is  essential 
that  proper  consideration  is  given  to  the 
needs  and  views  of  industry,  the  public, 
and  State  and  local  governments.  The 
purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  solicit  such 
views.  Interested  parties  may  submit 
their  comments  to  the  Office  of  the  Man¬ 
ager,  National  Communications  System, 
Attn:  NCS-TS,  Washington,  D.C.  20305. 
Particular  comments  are  also  solicited 
as  to  estimated  cost  impact  of  the  re¬ 
quirement  of  paragraph  3b  of  F^D-STD- 
1031.  All  comments  should  be  submitted 
by  26  November  1976. 

Lee  M.  Paschall, 
Lieutenant  General,  USAF, 

Manager. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives  OASD  (Comptroller) . 

October  8,  1976. 

Proposed  Federal  Standard  1020A — ■ 
August  10,  1976 

telecommunications:  electrical  character¬ 
istics  OF  balanced  voltage  digital  inter¬ 
face  circuits  'v' 

NoTE,^This  draft  standard  was  prepared 
by  the  Office  of  the  Manager,  National  Com¬ 
munications  System,  and  Is  subject  to 
change.  Do  not  use  prior  to  approval. 

1.  Introduction. 

1.1  Scope.  This  standard  specifies  the  gen¬ 
eral  purpose  electrical  characteristics  of  bal¬ 
anced  voltage  digital  interface  circuits  norm¬ 
ally  implemented  in  integrated  circuit  tech¬ 
nology  that  are  to  be  employed  for  the  in¬ 
terchange  of  serial  binary  data,  timing,  and 
control  signals  between  voice  or  data  tele¬ 
communication  equipment  where  informa¬ 
tion  is  being  conveyed  at  the  DC  baseband 
level  at  modulation  rates  up  to  10  mega- 
bauds.  This  standard  specifies  one  of  a  num¬ 
ber  of  digital  Interface  characteristics,  and 
therefore,  must  be  used  in  conjunction  with 
other  Federal  Standards  or  special  purpose 
design  specifications  giving  any  functional, 
mechanical,  and  procedural  characteristics 
necessary  to  achieve  full  interoperability. 

1.2  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  standard 
is  to  facilitate  interoperability  between  tele¬ 
communication  facilities  and  systems  of  the 
Federal  Government  and  compatibility  of 
these  facilities  and  systems  at  the  computer - 
communications  Interface  with  data  process¬ 
ing  equipment  (systems). 

1.3  Application.  This  standard  shall  be  used 
by  all  Federal  departments  and  agencies  la 
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the  design  and  procurement  of  telecom¬ 
munication  equipment  employing  balanced 
voltage  digital  Interface  circuits.  It  is  to  be 
used  with  other  applicable  Federal  Stand¬ 
ards  of  special  purpose  design  ^>eciflcations 
describing  fimctlonal,  mechanical,  and  pro¬ 
cedural  characteristics  as  necessary  to 
achieve  compatible  Interfaces. 

2.  Applicable  documents.  Tlie  following 
document  forms  part  of  this  standard  to  the 
extent  specified  herein:  Electronic  Industries 
Association  (ElIA)  Standard  BS-422A,  EUec- 
trical  Characteristics  of  Balanced  Voltage 
Digital  Interface  Circuits  (currently  being 
balloted  by  EIA).  (For  copies  of  RS-422A, 
write  to  Electronic  Industries  Association, 
2001  Eye  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C, 
20006.) 

3.  Requirement.  The  electrical  character¬ 
istics  of  balanced  volti^e  digital  interface 
circuits  shall  conform  to  EIA  Standard  RS- 
422A. 

4.  Changes.  When  a  Federal  agency  con¬ 
siders  that  this  standard  does  not  provide  for 
its  essential  needs,  a  statement  citing  in¬ 
adequacies  shall  be  sent  in  duplicate  to  the 
General  Services  Administration,  Federal 
Supply  Service,  FMH,  Washington,  D.C. 
204(w,  in  accordance  with  provisions  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Property  Management  RegiUations  41 
CFR  SS  101-29.3.  The  General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration  will  determine  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  and  will  notify  the 
agency. 

5.  Conflict  with  referenced  documents. 
Where  the  requirements  stated  in  this  stand¬ 
ard  ctxifllct  with  any  requirements  in  a  refer¬ 
enced  document,  the  requirements  of  this 
standard  shall  apply.  The  nature  of  the  con¬ 
flict  between  this  standard  and  a  referenced 
document  shall  be  submitted  in  duplicate 
to  the  General  Services  Administration,  Fed¬ 
eral  Supply  Service,  FMH,  Washington,  D.C. 
20406. 

Preparing  activity:  Office  of  the  Manager, 
KatlonST  Communications  System  (NCS-TS), 
Washington,  D.C.  20305. 

PaoPOSED  Federal  Standard  1030A — 
August  10,  1976 

TELECOMMUNICATIONS :  ELECTRICAL  CHARAC¬ 

TERISTICS  OF  UNBALANCED  VOLTAGE  DIGITAL 

INTERFACE  CIRCUITS 

Note. — This  draft  standard  was  prepared 
by  the  Office  of  the  Manager,  National  Com¬ 
munications  System,  and  is  subject  to 
change.  Do  not  use  prior  to  approval. 

1.  Introduction. 

1.1  Scope.  This  standard  specifies  the  gen¬ 
eral  purpose  electrical  characteristics  of  un¬ 
balanced  voltage  digital  interface  circuits 
normally  implemented  in  integrated  circuit 
technology  that  are  to  be  employed  for  the 
interchange  of  serial  binary  data,  timing, 
cmd  control  ^gnals  between  voice  or  data 
telecommunication  equipment  where  in¬ 
formation  is  being  conveyed  at  the  DC  base¬ 
band  level  at  modulation  rates  up  to  100 
kilobauds.  This  standard  specifies  one  of  a 
number  of  digital  Interface  characteristics, 
and  therefore,  must  be  used  in  conjunction 
with  other  Federal  Standards  or  special 
purpose  design  ^eclfications  giving  any 
functional,  mechanical,  and  procedural 
characteristics  necessary  to  achieve  full 
intercqierabillty. 

1.2  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  tiiis  standard 
Is  to  facilitate  Interoperability  between  tele¬ 


communication  facilities  and  S3rstems  of  the 
Federal  Government  and  compatibility  of 
these  facilities  and  systems  at  the  computer- 
communications  Interface  with  data  proc¬ 
essing  equipment  (systems) . 

1.3  Application.  Ihis  standard  shall  be 
used  by  all  Federal  departments  and  agen¬ 
cies  in  the  design  and  procurement  of  tele¬ 
communication  equipment  employing  un¬ 
balanced  ventage  digital  Interface  circuits.  It 
is  to  be  used  with  other  applicable  Federal 
Standards  or  special  purpose  design  specifica¬ 
tions  describing  functional,  mechanical,  and 
procedural  characteristics  as  necessary  to 
achieve  compatible  interfaces. 

2.  Applicable  documents.  The  following 
document  forms  part  of  this  standard  to  the 
extent  specified  herein:  Electronic  Indus¬ 
tries  Associatiem  (EIA)  Standard  RS-423A, 
Electrical  Characteristics  of  Unbalanced 
Voltage  Digital  Interface  Circuits  (currently 
being  balloted  by  EIA).  (For  copies  of  RS- 
423A,  write  to  Electronic  Industries  Associa¬ 
tion,  2001  Eye  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.) 

3.  Requirement.  The  electrical  charac¬ 
teristics  of  unbalanced  voltage  digital  inter¬ 
face  circuits  shall  confcR'm  to  EIA  Standard 
RS-423A. 

4.  Changes.  When  a  Federal  agency  con¬ 
siders  that  this  standard  does  not  provide  for 
its  essential  needs,  a  statement  citing  inade¬ 
quacies  shall  be  sent  in  duplicate  to  the 
General  Services  Administration,  Federal 
Supply  Service,  FMH,  Washington,  D.C. 
20406,  in  accordance  with  provisions  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Property  Management  Regulations  41 
CJJl.  SS  101-29.3.  The  General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration  yrlll  determine  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  and  will  notify  the 
agency. 

6.  Conflict  with  referenced  documents. 
Where  the  requirements  stated  in  this  stand¬ 
ard  conflict  with  any  requirements  in  a 
referenced  document,  the  requirements  of 
this  standard  shall  apply.  The  nature  of  the 
conflict  between  this  standard  and  a  refer¬ 
enced  document  shall  be  submitted  in  dupli¬ 
cate  to  the  General  Services  Administration, 
Federal  Supply  Service,  FMH,  Washington, 
D.C.  20406. 

Maintenance  agency:  Office  of  the  Manager, 
National  Communications  System  (NCS-TS) , 
Washington,  D.C.  20305. 

Proposed  Federal  Standard  1031 — August  10, 
1976 

telecommunications:  transitional  inter¬ 
face  BETWEEN  DATA  TERMINAL  EQUIPMENT 
AND  DATA  CIRCUIT-TERMINATINO  EQUIPMENT 
FOR  OPERATION  ON  AN.ALOG  TELECOMMUNICA¬ 
TION  NETWORKS 

Note. — This  draft  standard  was  prepared 
by  the  Office  of  the  Manager,  National  Com¬ 
munications  System,  and  is  subject  to 
change.  Do  not  use  prior  to  approval. 

1.  Introduction 

1.1  Scope.  This  standard  specifies  the  func¬ 
tional  and  mechanical  interface  character¬ 
istics  between  data  terminal  equipment 
(DTE)  and  data  circuit-terminating  equip¬ 
ment  (DCE)  for  data  transmission  on  analog 
telecommunication  networks. 

1.2  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  standard 
Is  to  facilitate  interoperability  between  tele- 
ccnnmunlcation  facilities  and  systems  of  the 
Federal  Government  and  compatibility  of 
these  facilities  and  systems  at  the  computer- 


communications  interfaces  with  data  proc¬ 
essing  equipment  (systems). 

1.3  Application.  This  standard  shall  be 
used  by  all  Federal  departments  and  agencies 
in  the  design  and  procurement  of  DTEs  and 
DCEs  where  interoperation  with  equipment 
meeting  Electronic  Industries  Association 
RS-232C  is  required  through  a  transition 
period.  (DTEs  complying  with  this  standard 
may  also,  as  an  additional  optional  feature, 
comply  with  Federal  Standard  1040  where 
data  transmission  on  digital  telecommunica¬ 
tion  networks  is  anticipated.) 

2.  Applicable  documents.  The  following 
documents  of  the  issue  in  effect  on  the  date 
of  invitation  fen:  bids  or  request  for  pro¬ 
posals,  form  part  of  this  standard  to  the 
extent  specified  herein:  Electronic  Indus¬ 
tries  Association  (EIA)  Standard  RS- _ 

(tentatively  identified  as  SP  1194A,  Func¬ 
tional  and  Mechanical  Interfaces  between 
Data  Terminal  Equipment  and  Data  Com¬ 
munication  Equipment  Employing  Serial 
Binary  Data  Interchange.  EIA  Industrial 

Electronics  Bulletin  _ _  Application 

Note  on  Interconnection  between  Interface 
arcults  Using  RS-XTZ/RS-423  and  RS-232C. 
(For  copies  of  EIA  documents,  write  to  Elec¬ 
tronic  Industries  Association,  2001  Eye  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.) 

Federal  Standard  1020,  Telecommunica¬ 
tions:  Electrical  Characteristics  of  Balanced 
Voltage  Digital  Interface  Circuits. 

Federal  Standard  1080,  Telecommunica¬ 
tions:  Electrical  Characteristics  of  Unbal¬ 
anced  Voltage  Digital  Interface  Circuits. 

Federal  Standard  1029  (proposed).  General 
Purpose  Interface  Between  Data  Terminal 
Equipment  and  Data  Circuit-Terminating 
Equipment  for  Operation  on  Analog  Tele¬ 
communication  Networks. 

Federal  Standard  1040  (proposed),  Tele- 
commuiUcatlons:  General  Purpose  Interface 
Betweeh^Data  Terminal  Equipment  and  Data 
Circuit-Terminating  Equ^iment  for  Syn¬ 
chronous  Operation  on  Digital  Telecommu¬ 
nication  Networks. 

3.  Requirement.  This  standard  adopts  in 
whole  the  EIA  Standard  RS-(XYZ) . 

(Note. — The  proposed  EIA  standard  is 
presently  being  balloted  by  EIA  as  SP  1194A. 
This  note  will  be  removed  from  this  docu¬ 
ment  when  the  proposed  standard  is  finally 
approved  by  both  the  Federal  Government 
and  EIA.)  The  electrical  characteristics  of 
Federal  Standard  1030  shall  apply  where  SP 
1194A  specifies  use  of  EIA  BS-^3.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  additional  provisions  for  equipment 
meeting  this  standard  shall  apply: 

a.  DTEs  and  DCEs  compliant  with  this 

standard  shall  be  capable  of  interoperation 
with  DCEs  and  DTEs,  respectively,  meeting 
EIA  Standard  RS-232C  as  specified  by  the 
EIA  Industrial  Electronics  Bulletin _ 

b.  DTEs  and  DCEs  compliant  wtih  this 
standard  shall  be  capable  of  field  conversion 
to  conform  to  Federal  Standard  1028  (RS- 
ABC)  by  means  of  Interchangeable  plug-in 
circuit  boards  or  through  a  switching  or 
strapping  arrangement  of  prewired  com¬ 
ponents.  The  conversion  shall  Include  chang¬ 
ing  the  electrical  characteristics  from  Fed¬ 
eral  Standard  1030  (RS-423)  to  Federal 
Standard  1020  (RS-422)  on  circuits  NS,  SD, 
RD,  RS,  CS,  RR,  ST,  RT,  SQ,  and  TT.  The 
Secondary  Channel  Functions,  if  imple¬ 
mented,  shall  be  eliminated.  The  pin  assign¬ 
ment  plan  in  Table  1  shall  apply.  All  other 
provisions  of  RS-(XYZ)  remain  unchanged. 
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Table  1. — Pin  assignment  plan 


Contaet 

No. 


Circuit  direction 


Interchange  circuit 


Unbalanced— Fednal 
Standard  1030 


Balanced  >— Federal 
Standard  1020 


Circuit  name 


2  ToDCE .  RL  . 

3  _ do _ 1 . . . NS-A 

4  _ do _ SD-A 


From  DCE. _ ... _ 8T-B 

_ do _  RD-A 

ToDCE . RS-A 

From  DCE _ . _ C8-A 

. do . . .  DM 

. do .  RT-B 

To  DCE . Lh  . 

. do . IS  . 

From  DCE. _  RR-A 

. do .  SO-B 

. do . SB  . 

To  DCE . SS  . 

.do . TT-B 


(Shield). 

Remote  loopback. 
New  signal. 

Send  data. 

Send  timing. 
Receive  data. 
Request  to  send. 
Clear  to  send. 

Data  mode. 

Receive  timing. 
Local  loopback. 
Terminal  In  service. 
Receiver  ready. 
Signal  quality. 
Standby  Indicator. 
Select  standby. 
Terminal  timing. 


From  DCE .  (Unassigned). 


19  . do . .  RC 

20  ToDCE .  SC  . 

21  _ do . NS-B 


22  . do .  8D-B 

23  From  DCE .  8T-A 

24  . do .  RD-B 

25  ToDCE .  RS-B 

26  From  DCE . C8-B 

27  _ do . . - .  (Unassigned). 

28  . do . RT-A  Receive  timing. 

29  To  DCE .  (Unasslgned). 


Receive  common. 
Send  common. 
New  signal. 

Send  data. 

Send  timing. 
Receive  data. 
Request  to  send. 
Clear  to  send. 


30  . do . TR 

31  From  D(3E . .  RR-B 

32  _ do . SQ-A 


.do . IC 

ToDCE..... . SR 

_ do . . 

From  DCE . . . TM 

. SG 


SG 


Terminal  ready. 
Receiver  ready. 
Signal  quality. 
Incoming  call. 
Signaling  rate. 
Terminal  timing. 
Test  mode. 
Signal  ground. 


*  The  A  and  B  designations  represent  the  2  generator  leads  specified  In  Federal  Standard  1020  (RS-422). 


4.  Changes.  When  a  Federal  agency  con¬ 
siders  that  this  standard  does  not  provide 
for  its  essential  needs,  a  statement  citing 
Inadequacies  shall  be  sent  in  duplicate  to  the 
General  Services  Administration,  Federal 
Supply  Service,  FMH,  Washington,  D.C. 
20406,  in  accordance  with  provisions  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Property  Management  Regulations  41 
CFR  SS  101-29.3.  The  General  Services  Ad¬ 
ministration  will  determine  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  and  will  notify  the  agency. 

5.  Conflict  with  referenced  documents. 
Where  the  requirements  stated  in  this  stand¬ 
ard  conflict  with  any  requirements  in  a  re¬ 
ferenced  document,  the  requirements  of  this 
standard  shall  apply.  The  nature  of  the  con¬ 
flict  between  this  standard  and  a  referenced 
document  shall  be  submitted  in  duplicate  to 
the  General  Services  Administration,  Federal 
Supply  Service,  FMH,  Washington,  D.C.  20406. 

Maintenance  agency:  Office  of  the  Manager, 
National  Communications  System  (NCS-TS) , 
Washington,  D.C.  20305. 

Proposed  Federal  Standard  1040 — 
August  10,  1976 

telecommunications:  general  purpose  in¬ 
terface  BETWEEN  DATA  TERMINAL  EQUIPMENT 
AND  DATA  CIRCUIT-TERMINATING  EQUIPMENT 
TOa  SYNCHRONOUS  OPERATION  ON  DIGITAL 
TELECOMMUNICATION  NETWORKS 

Note. — ^This  draft  standard  was  prepared 
by  the  Office  of  the  Manager,  National  Com¬ 
munications  System  and  is  subject  to  change. 
Do  not  use  prior  to  approval. 

1.  Introduction. 

1.1  Scope.  TTils  standard  deflnes  the  inter¬ 
face  characteristics,  interface  procedures, 
timing  of  event  signal  formats,  and  failure 
detection  and  isolation  for  a  general  purpose 
interface  between  data  terminal  equipment 
(DTE)  and  data  circuit-terminating  equip¬ 
ment  (DCE)  for  synchronous  operation  on 
digital  telecommunication  networks. 

IJi  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  standard 
is  to  facilitate  interoperability  between  tele- 
oommunloation  facilities  and  systems  of  the 


Federal  Government  and  compatibility  of 
these  facilities  and  systems  at  the  computer- 
communications  interface  with  data  proc¬ 
essing  equipment  (systems). 

1.3.  Application.  This  standard  shall  be 
used  by  all  Federal  departments  and  agencies 
in  the  design  and  procurement  of  DTEs  and 
DCEs  for  data  transmission  on  digital  tele¬ 
communication  networks.  (DTEs  complying 
with  this  standard  may  also,  as  an  addi¬ 
tional  optional  feature,  comply  with  either 
Federal  Standard  1031  or  Federal  Standard 
1029  where  data  transmission  on  analog  tele¬ 
communication  networks  is  anticipated.) 

2.  Applicable  documents.  The  following 

documents,  of  the  issue  in  effect  on  the  date 
of  invitation  for  bids  or  request  for  proposals, 
form  part  of  this  standard  to  the  extent 
speclfled  herein:  “ 

Federal  Standard  1020,  Telecommunica¬ 
tions:  Electrical  Characteristics  of  Balanced 
Voltage  Digital  Interface  Circuits,  Septem¬ 
ber  24, 1975. 

Federal  Standard  1030,  Telecommunica¬ 
tions:  Electrical  Characteristics  of  Un¬ 
balanced  Voltage  Digital  Interface  Circuits, 
September  24, 1975.  ^ 

Federal  Standard  1031  (proposed) ,  Transi¬ 
tional  Interface  Between  Data  Terminal 
Equipment  and  Data  Circuit-Terminating 
Equipment  for  Operation  on  Analog  Tele¬ 
communication  Networks. 

Federal  Standard  1029  (proposed) ,  General 
Purpose  Interface  Between  Data  Terminal 
Equipment  and  Data  Circuit-Terminating 
Equipment  for  Operation  on  Analog  Tele¬ 
communication  Networks. 

American  National  Standard  _ 

(proposed).  General  Purpose  Interface  Be¬ 
tween  Data  Terminal  Equipment  and  Data 
Circuit-Terminating  Equipment  for  Sjm- 
chronous  Operation  on  Public  Data 
Networks. 

3.  Requirement.  This  standard  adopts  in 
whole  the  American  National  Standard 

- -  General  Purpose  Interface  Between 

Data  Terminal  Equipment  and  Data  Circuit- 


Terminating  Equipment  for  Synchronous 
Operation  on  Public  Data  Networks. 

(Note. — The  proposed  American  National 
Standard  is  presently  being  balloted  by  the 
American  National  Standards  Institute 
(ANSI)  Technical  Committee  X3S3  on  Data 
Communications.  This  note  will  be  removed 
from  the  document  when  the  proposed  stand¬ 
ard  is  Anally  approved  by  both  the  Federal 
Government  and  ANSr.)  The  electrical  char¬ 
acteristics  of  Federal  Standards  1020  and  1030 
shall  apply  where  American  National  Stand¬ 
ard  _ specifles  use  of  for  RS-422  and 

RS-423  respectively.  DTEs  and  DCEs  comply¬ 
ing  with  this  standard  shall  implement  the 
electrical  characteristics  of  Federal  Standard 
1020  (RS-422),  except  for  those  DTEs  which 
also  meet  Federal  Standard  1031,  the  Elec¬ 
trical  characteristics  of  Federal  Standard 
1030  (RS-423)  shall  apply. 

4.  Changes.  When  a  Federal  agency  con¬ 
siders  that  this  standard  does  not  provide 
for  its  essential  needs,  a  statement  citing  in¬ 
adequacies  shall  be  sent  in  duplicate  to  the 
General  Services  Administration,  Federal 
Supply  Service,  FMH,  Washington,  D.C. 
20406,  in  accordance  with  provisions  of 
Federal  Property  Management  Regulations 
41  CFR  SSlOl-29.3.  The  General  Services 
Administration  will  determine  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken  and  will  notify  the 
agency. 

6.  Conflict  with  referenced  documents. 
Where  the  requirements  stated  in  this  stand¬ 
ard  conflict  with  any  requirements  in  a 
referenced  document,  the  requirements  of 
this  standard  shall  apply.  The  nature  of  the 
conflict  between  this  standard  and  a  ref¬ 
erenced  document  shall  be  submitted  in  du¬ 
plicate  to  the  General  Services  Administra¬ 
tion,  Federal  Supply  Service,  FMH,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20406. 

Preparing  activity:  Office  of  the  Manager, 
National  Communications  System  (NCS- 
TS)  ,  Washington,  D.C.  20305.  ' 

Proposed  Federal  Information  Processhjg 
Standards  Publication _ _  Date _ 

ANNOUNCING  THE  STANDARD  FOB  THE  GEN¬ 
ERAL  purpose  interface  between  data  ter¬ 
minal  equipment  and  data  CIBCUrr-TEB- 
MINATTNG  equipment  fob  synchronous  OP¬ 
ERATION  ON  DIGITAL  TELECOMMUNICATION 
NETWORKS 

Federal  Information  Processing  Standards 
Publications  are  issued  by  the  National  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Standards  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949  as  amended.  Public  Law  89-306  (79  Stat. 
1127),  Executive  Order  11717  (38  FR  12315, 
dated  May  11,  1973),  and  Part  6  of  Title  15 
CFR  (Code  of  Federal  Regulations). 

Name  of  Standard.  The  General  Purpose 
Interface  Between  Data  Terminal  Equipment 
and  Data  Circuit-Terminating  Equipment 
for  Synchronous  Operation  on  Digital  Tele¬ 
communication  Networks  (FIPS  PUB 
- ). 

Category  of  Standard.  Hardware  Standard, 
Data  Transmission. 

Explanation.  This  Federal  Information 
Processing  Standard  is  one  of  a  series  that 
prescribe  the  interface  parameters  for  inter¬ 
connecting  a  variety  of  digital  components 
and  equipment.  Each  standard  iiL^this  series 
addresses  a  particular  interconnection,  spec¬ 
ifying  the  electrical,  functional,  and  mechan¬ 
ical  characteristics  required  at  the  interface 
to  ensure  interoperability  across  the  des¬ 
ignated  interconnection  boundary.  This 
standard  prescribes  the  Data  Terminal 
Equipment  Interface  for  Interconnecting 
with  Data  Circuit-Terminating  Equipment 
employed  with  synchronous,  digital  (in  con¬ 
trast  to  analog)  telecommunication  net¬ 
works.  The  interface  with  analog  networks 
are  specified  in  a  separate  standard. 
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NOTICES 


Approving  Authority.  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce. 

Maintenance  agency.  Institute  for  Com¬ 
puter  Sciences  and  Technology.  National 
Bureau  of  Standards. 

Cross  Index,  a.  American  National  Stand¬ 
ards  Institute  Standard  ANSI  X.21  entitled 
"General  Purpose  Interface  Between  Data 
Terminal  Equipment  and  Data  Circuit-Ter¬ 
minating  Equipment  for  Synchronous  Oper¬ 
ations  on  Public  Data  Networks.” 

b.  Electronic  Industries  Association  Stand¬ 
ard  RS-422A  entitled  "Electrical  Characteris¬ 
tics  of  Balanced  Voltage  Digital  Interface 
Circuits"  (that  has  been  adopted  by  GSA  as 
Federal  Standard  1020A). 

c.  Electronic  Industries  Association 
Standard  RS-423A  entitled  "Electrical 
Characteristics  of  Unbalanced  Voltage  Digi¬ 
tal  Interface  Circuits"  (that  has  been 
adopted  by  OSA  as  Federal  Standard' 
1030A). 

Applicability.  This  Federal  Information 
Processing  Standard  pertains  to  the  inter¬ 
connection  between  data  terminal  equip¬ 
ment  (DTE)  and  data  circuit-terminating 
equipment  or  between  two  or  more  DTE’s 
where: 

(1)  The  data  terminal  equipment  is  de¬ 
signed  to  interconnect  with  synchronous, 
digital  (in  contrast  to  analog)  telecommuni¬ 
cation  networks. 

(2)  The  interface  electrical  characteristics 
are  to  be  compatible  with  Integrated  circuit 
capabilities. 

(3)  Serial  binary  data  is  conveyed  across 
the  interface  at  the  dc  baseband  level. 

This  standard  shall  be  used  by  all  agencies 
of  the  Federal  Government  in  the  acquisition 
of  data  terminal  and  data  communication 
equipment  conforming  to  the  above  three 
criteria.  While  this  standard  Is  not  intended 
to  hasten  the  obsolescence  of  equipment  cur¬ 
rently  in  the  Federal  inventory,  it  is  s^pUca- 
ble  to  the  planning,  design,  and  procure¬ 
ment  of  all  new  data  terminal  equipment 
and  related  data  communicatkHi  facilities. 

Specifications.  Federal  Information  Proc¬ 
essing  Standard _  (FIPS _ ).  The 

General  Purpose  Interface  Between  Data 
Terminal  Equipment  and  Data  Circuit- 
Terminating  Equipment  for  Synchronous 
Operation  on  Digital  Telecommunication 
Networks.  Is  identified  also  as  Federal  Stand¬ 
ard  Number  1040.  This  Joint  Federal  Infor¬ 
mation  Processing  Standard  and  Federal 
Standard  adopts  by  reference  the  provisions 
of  the  following  American  National  and  In¬ 
dustry  standards  developed  and  adopted  re¬ 
spectively  by  the  American  National  Stand¬ 
ards  Institute  and  the  Electronic  Industries 
Association: 

(1)  The  Interface  functional,  timing,  and 
mechanical  characteristics  of  ANSI  X.21  are 
specified  without  qualification. 

(2)  The  electrical  characteristics  of  RS- 
422  and  RS-423,  as  prescribed  by  ANSI  X.21, 
are  specified  without  qualification. 

Implementation  schedule.  All  applicable 
equipment  ordered  on  or  after  the  date  of 
this  FIPS  PUB  must  be  in  conformance  with 
this  standard  unless  a  waiver  has  been  ob¬ 
tained  in  accordance  with  the  procedure  de¬ 
scribed  below.  Exceptions  to  this  standard 
are  made  in  the  following  cases: 

a.  For  equipment  installed  or  on  order 
prior  to  the  date  of  this  FIPS  PUB. 

b.  Where  procurement  actions  are  Into  the 
solicitation  phase  (1«.,  Request  for  Proposals 
for  Invitation  for  Bids  have  been  Issued)  on 
the  date  of  this  FIPS  PUB. 

Qualifications.  None. 

Waiver  procedure.  (To  be  completed  by 
NBS.) 

Where  to  obain  copies  of  the  standards. 
(To  be  completed  by  NBS.) 


Proposed  Fedxeai.  Information  Processing 
Standards  Publication _ 

Date _ 

announcing  thz  standard  for  the  transi¬ 
tional  INTERFACE  BETWEEN  DATA  TStMINAL 
EQUIPMENT  AND  DATA  CIRCUIT-TERMINATING 
EQUIPMENT  FOR  OPERATION  ON  ANALOG  TELE¬ 
COMMUNICATION  NETWORKS 

Federal  Information  Processing  Standards 
Publications  are  Issued  by  the  National  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Standards  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1049  as  amended.  Public  Law  89-306  (79  Stat. 
1127),  Executive  Order  11717  (38  PR  12316, 
dated  May  11,  1973),  and  Part  6  of  Title  15 
CFR  (Code  of  Federal  Regulations). 

Name  of  standard.  The  Transitional  Inter¬ 
face  Between  Data  Terminal  Equipment  and 
Data  Circuit-Terminating  Equipment  for  Op¬ 
eration  on  Analog  Telecommunication  Net¬ 
works  (PIPS  PUB . ) . 

Category  of  standard.  Hardware  Standard, 
Data  Transmission. 

Explanation.  This  Federal  Information 
Processing  Standard  is  one  of  a  series  that 
prescribe  the  interface  parameters  for  inter¬ 
connecting  a  variety  of  digital  components 
and  equipment.  Each  standard  in  this  series 
addresses  a  particular  Interconnection,  syiecl- 
f]rlng  the  electrical,  functional,  and  mechani¬ 
cal  characteristics  required  at  the  Interface 
to  ensure  Interoperability  across  the  desig¬ 
nated  interconnection  boundary.  This  stand¬ 
ard  prescribes  the  Data  Terminal  Equip¬ 
ment  interface  for  interconnecting  with  Data 
Circuit-Terminating  Equipment  employed 
with  analog  (In  contrast  to  digital)  telecom¬ 
munication  networks.  The  interface  for  digi¬ 
tal  networks  is  specified  In  a  separate  stand¬ 
ard. 

Approving  authority.  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce. 

Maintenance  agency.  Institute  iox  Com¬ 
puter  Sciences  and  Technology,  National 
Bureau  of  Standards. 

Cross  Index. 

a.  Electronic  Industries  Association  Stand¬ 
ard  RS-XTZ  entitled  "Electrical  and  Me¬ 
chanical  Interface  Between  Data  Terminal 
Equipment  and  Data  Communication  Equip¬ 
ment  Employing  Serial  Binary  Data  Inter¬ 
change." 

b.  Electronic  Industries  Association  Stand¬ 
ard  RS-422A  entitled  "Electrical  Character¬ 
istics  of  Balanced  Voltage  Digital  Interface 
Circuits"  (that  has  been  adc^ted  by  GSA  as 
Federal  Stsmdard  1020 A) . 

c.  Electronic  Industries  Association  Stand- 
ard  RS-423A  entitled  "E3iecti1cal  Character¬ 
istics  of  Unbalanced  Voltage  Digital  Inter¬ 
face  Circuits"  (that  has  been  adopted  by 
GSA  as  Federal  Standard  1030A). 

Applicability.  This  Federal  Information 
Processing  Standard  pertains  to  the  Inter¬ 
connection  between  data  terminal  equipment 
(DTE)  and  data  circuit  terminating  equip¬ 
ment  or  between  two  or  more  DTE’s  where: 

(1)  The  data  terminal  equipment  is  de¬ 
signed  to  Interconnect  with  analog  (in  con¬ 
trast  to  digital)  telecommunication  net- 
W'orks. 

(2)  The  interface  electrical  characteristics 
are  to  be  compatible  with  Integrated  circuit 
capabilities. 

(3)  Serial  binary  data  is  conveyed  across 
the  interface  at  the  dc  baseband  level. 

This  standard  shall  be  used  by  all  agencies 
of  the  Federal  Government  In  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  data  terminal  and  data  communlca- 
tlon  equipment  conforming  to  the  above 
three  criteria.  While  this  standard  Is  not  in¬ 
tended  to  hasten  the  obsolescence  of  equip¬ 
ment  currently  In  the  Federal  inventory.  It  is 
iqipllcable  to  the  planning,  design,  and  pro¬ 


curement  of  all  new  data  terminal  equipment 
and  related  data  communication  facilities. 

Sp^fications.  Federal  Information  Proc¬ 
essing  Standard _  (PIPS _ ),  The 

Transitional  Interface  Between  Data  Termi¬ 
nal  Equipment  and  Data  Circuit-Terminat¬ 
ing  Equipment  for  Operation  on  Analog 
Telecommunication  Networks,  Is  Identified 
also  as  Federal  Standard  Number  1031.  This 
Joint  Federal  Information  Processing  Stand¬ 
ard  and  Federal  Standard  adopts  by  refer¬ 
ences  the  provisions  of  the  following  Ameri¬ 
can  National  and  Industry  standards  devel¬ 
oped  and  adopted  remiectively  by  the  Ameri¬ 
can  National  Standards  Institute  and  the 
Electronic  Industries  Association; 

(1)  The  interface  functional,  timing,  and 
mechanical  characteristics  are  as  specified  by 
RS-XYZ. 

(2)  The  electrical  characteristics  of  RS-423 
are  specified  for  all  interchange  circuits. 

Implementation  Schedule.  All  ^pllcable 
equipment  ordered  on  or  after  the  date  of 
this  FIPS  PUB  must  be  in  conformance  with 
this  standard  unless  a  waiver  has  been  ob¬ 
tained  In  accordance  with  the  procedure  de¬ 
scribed  below.  Exceptions  to  this  standard 
are  made  In  the  following  cases : 

a.  For  equipment  Installed  or  cm  order 
prior  to  the  date  of  this  FIPS  PUB. 

b.  Where  procurement  actions  are  Into  the 
solicitation  phase  (l.e..  Request  for  Proposals 
for  Invitation  for  Bids  have  been  Issued)  on 
the  date  of  this  FIPS  PUB. 

Qualifications:  To  provide  for  the  capabil¬ 
ity  of  equipment  to  conform  to  both  current 
and  future  requirements,  all  newly  acquired 
DTE  and  DCE  must  provide  the  means  for 
(grating  with  both  the  RS-XYZ  and  RS- 
ABC  standards  as  specified  In  Federal  Stand¬ 
ard  1031,  Paragraph  3. 

Waiver  Procedure.  (To  be  completed  by 
NBS.) 

Where  to  Obtain  Copies  of  the  Standards. 
(To  be  completed  by  NBS.) 

[FR  Doc.76-30130  Filed  10-13-76; 8: 45  am  > 


NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  FOR  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

RESEARCH  GRANTS  PANEL 
Meeting 

September  29.  1976. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Public 
Law  92-463)  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
a  meeting  of  the  Research  Grants  Panel 
win  be  held  at  806  15th  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20506,  in  Room  1130, 
from  9  am  to  5:30  pm  on  November  15, 

1976. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  re¬ 
view  General  Research  applications  in 
the  field  of  Literature  submitted  to  the 
National  Endowment  for  the  Humani¬ 
ties  for  projects  beginning  after  April  1, 

1977. 

Because  of  the  proposed  meeting  will 
consider  financial  information  and  per¬ 
sonnel  and  similar  files  the  disclosure 
which  would  constitute  a  clearly  unwar¬ 
ranted  Invasion  of  p«’s<mal  privacy, 
pursuant  to  authority  granted  me  by  the 
Chairman’s  Delegation  of  Authority  to 
criose  Advisory  Committee  Meetings, 
dated  August  13, 1973, 1  have  determined 
that  the  meeting  would  fall  within  ex- 
emptiCHis  (4)  and  (6)  of  5  n.S.C.  552(b) 
and  that  It  is  essential  to  close  the  meet¬ 
ing  to  protect  the  free  exchange  on  in- 
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temational  views  and  to  avoid  inter¬ 
ference  with  operation  of  the  Committee. 

It  is  suggested  that  those  desiring 
more  sijeclflc  Information  contact  the 
Advisory  Cwnmittee  Management  Of¬ 
ficer,  Mr.  John  W.  Jordan,  806  15th 
Street,  N.W.  Washington,  D.C.  20506,  or 
call  area  code  202-382-2031. 

John  W.  Jordan, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

IFR  Doc.76-30031  Piled  10-13-76;8 :45  am) 


RESEARCH  GRANTS  PANEL 
Meeting 

October  5,  1976. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Public 
Law  92-463)  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
a  meeting  of  the  Research  Grants  Panel 
will  be  held  at  806  15th  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20506,  in  Room  1130, 
from  9  a.m.  to  5:30  p.m.  on  November  19, 
1976. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  re¬ 
view  research  tools  applications  to  the 
Research  Materials  Program  in  the  fields 
of  History,  Social  Science,  and  Philoso¬ 
phy  sutanitted  to  the  National  Endow¬ 
ment  for  the  Humanities  for  projects  be¬ 
ginning  after  October  1, 1977. 

Because  the  pn^JOsed  meeting  will 
consider  financial  information  and  per¬ 
sonnel  and  similar  files  the  disclosure  of 
which  would  constitute  a  clearly  unwar¬ 
ranted  invasion  of  personal  privacy, 
pm-suant  to  authority  granted  me  by  the 
Chairman’s  Delegation  of  Authority  to 
Close  Advisory  Committee  Meetings, 
dated  August  13, 1973, 1  have  determined 
that  the  meeting  would  fall  within  ex¬ 
emptions  (4)  and  (6)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b) 
and  that  it  is  essential  to  close  the  meet¬ 
ing  to  protect  the  free  exchange  on  in¬ 
ternal  views  and  to  avoid  interference 
with  operation  of  the  Committee. 

It  is  suggested  that  those  desiring 
more  specific  information  contact  the 
Advisory  Committee  Management  Of¬ 
ficer,  Mr.  John  W.  Jordan,  806  15th 
Street,  N.W.  Washington,  D.C.  20506,  or 
call  area  code  202-382-2031. 

John  W.  Jordan, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

ITO  Doc.76-30032  Filed  10-13-76;8:45  ami 


RESEARCH  GRANTS  PANEL 
'  Meeting 

September  29,  1976. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Public  Law 
92-463)  notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Research  Grants  Panel 
will  be  held  at  806-15th  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20506,  in  room  1130 
from  9  am  to  5:30  pm  on  November  29, 
1976. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  re¬ 
view  (General  Research  applications  in 
the  field  of  Archaeology  submitted  to  the 


National  Endowment  for  the  Humanities 
for  projects  beginning  after  April  1, 1977. 

Because  the  proposed  meeting  will  con¬ 
sider  financial  information  and  p«^on- 
nel  and  similar  files  the  disclosure  of 
which  would  constitute  a  clearly  unwar¬ 
ranted  invasion  of  personal  privacy,  pur¬ 
suant  to  authority  granted  me  by  the 
(Chairman’s  Delegation  of  Authority  to 
Close  Advisory  Committee  Meetings, 
dated  August  13,  1973, 1  have  determined 
that  the  meeting  would  fall  within  ex¬ 
emptions  (4)  and  (6)  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b) 
and  that  it  is  essential  to  close  the  meet¬ 
ing  to  protect  the  free  exchange  on  in¬ 
ternal  views  and  to  avoid  interference 
with  operation  of  the  Committee. 

It  is  suggested  that  those  desiring  more 
specific  information  contact  the  Advisory 
Committee  Management  OfiScer,  Mr. 
John  W.  Jordan,  806  15th  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20506  or  call  area  code 
202-382-2031. 

John  W.  Jordan, 
Advisory  Committee 
"  Management  Officer. 

[FB  Doc.76-30033  FUed  10-13-76; 8: 46  ami 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

{Docket  No.  50-324] 

CAROLINA  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Proposed  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Facility  Operating  License 

The  UJ3.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  is  considering  is¬ 
suance  of  an  amendment  to  Facility  Op¬ 
erating  License  No.  DPR-62,  issued  to 
Carolina  Power  &  Light  Company  (the 
licensee),  for  operation  of  the  Bruns¬ 
wick  Steam  Electric  Plant,  Unit  No.  2 
located  in  Brunswick  County,  North 
Carolina. 

The  amendment  would  permit  con¬ 
tinuous  reactor  (Hieration  with  one  recir¬ 
culation  loop  out  of  service,  and  estab¬ 
lish  operating  limits  associated  with  this 
mode  of  operation.  TTie  amendment  is 
proposed  by  the  licensee’s  application  for 
amendment  dated  September  3,  1976. 

Prior  to  issuance  of  the  proposed  li¬ 
cense  amendment,  the  C;u>uunisslon  will 
have  made  the  findings  required  by  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended 
(the  Act),  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations. 

By  November  15, 1976,  the  licensee  may 
file  a  request  for  a  hearing  and  any  per¬ 
son  whose  interest  may  be  affecting  by 
this  proceeding  may  file  a  request  for  a 
hearing  in  the  form  of  a  petition  for  leave 
to  imtervene  with  respect  to  the  issuance 
of  the  amendment  to  the  subject  facility 
operating  license.  Petitions  for  leave  to 
intervene  must  be  filed  under  oath  or  af¬ 
firmation  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  §  2.714  of  10  CFR  Part  2  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  A  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  must  set  forth  the  in¬ 
terest  of  the  petitioner  in  the  proceeding, 
how  that  interest  may  be  affected  by  the 
resiilts  of  the  proceeding,  and  the  peti¬ 
tioner’s  contentions  with  respect  to  the 


proposed  licensing  action.  Such  petitions 
must  be  filed  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  Federal  Register  notice 
and  §  2.714,  and  must  be  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission,  U.S.^u- 
clear  Regulatory  Commission,  Waking- 
ton,  D.C.  20555,  Attention;  Docketing  and 
Service  Section,  by  the  above  date.  A  copy 
of  the  petition  and/or  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  should  be  sent  to  the  Executive  Legal 
Director,  UB.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  and  to 
Richard  E.  Jones,  Esquire,  Carolina 
Power  &  Light  Company,  336  Fayetteville 
Street,  Raleigh,  North  Carolina  27602,  au- 
torney  for  the  licensee. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  supporting  affidavit 
which  identifies  the  sp>ecfflc  aspect  or  as¬ 
pects  of  the  proceeding  as  to  which  in¬ 
tervention  is  desired  and  specifies  with 
particularity  the  facts  on  which  the  peti¬ 
tioner  relies  as  to  both  his  interest  and 
his  contentions  with  regard  to  each  as¬ 
pect  on  which  intervention  is  requested. 
Petitions  stating  contentions  relating 
only  to  matters  outside  the  Commission’s 
jurisdiction  will  be  denied. 

All  petitions  will  be  acted  upon  by  the 
Commission  or  licensing  board,  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Commission  or  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board  Panel.  Timely  petitions 
will  be  considered  to  determine  whether  a 
hearing  should  be  noticed  or  another 
appropriate  order  issued  regarding  the. 
disposition  of  the  petitions. 

In  the  event  that  a  hearing  is  held  and 
a  person  is  permitted  to  Intervene,  he 
becomes  a  party  to  the  proceeding  and 
has  a  right  to  participate  fully  in  the  con¬ 
duct  of  the  hearing.  For  example,  he  may 
present  evidence  and  examine  and  cross- 
examine  witnesses. 


For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  the  application  for  amend¬ 
ment  dated  September  3,  1976,  which  is 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Dociunent  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Southport-Brunswick  Coimty 
Library,  109  West  Moore  Street,  South- 
ix>rt.  North  Carolina  28461. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Mai-yland,  this  1st 
day  of  October  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


A.  SCHWENCER, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactor 
Branch  No.  1.  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors: 

IFR  Doc.76-29970  PUeU  10-13-76;8:45  amj 


(Docket  N09.  50-329  and  50-330] 

CONSUMERS  POWER  CO.  (MIDLAND 
)  PLANT,  UNITS  1  AND  2) 

Order  Rescheduling  Hearing 

On  September  21,  1976,  the  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Board  (the  Board) 
scheduled  an  evidentiary  hearing  on 
whether  the  ccmstructkHi  permits  for  the 
above-identified  nuclear  facility  should 
be  continued,  modified  or  suspended 
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pending  completion  of  reopened  hearings 
which  will  ccmsider  all  Issues  remanded 
to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regiilatory  Com¬ 
mission  (the  Commission)  by  the  U.S. 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  Circuit  in  Aeschliman  v.  NRC, 
Appeal  Nos.  73-1776  and  73-1867,  decided 
July  21,  1976. 

The  Intervenors  filed  a  motion  to  ad¬ 
journ  this  suspension  hearing  or  in  the 
alternative  to  continue  it  from  October 
6,  1976,  until  on  or  after  November  15, 
1976.  The  basis  for  this  request  for  con¬ 
tinuance  was  that  counsel  for  the  Inter¬ 
venors  had  previously  scheduled  court 
and  administrative  proceedings  and 
ccHnmitments  in  connection  with  their 
preparation.  The  Commission  Staff  does 
not  oppose  the  continuance  but  the  li¬ 
censee  did  file  a  response  by  telegram, 
taking  the  position  that  any  cdntinuance 
beyond  a  few  days  would  not  be  accept¬ 
able  since  it  wished  to  remove  the  cloud 
of  the  possibility  of  suspension  as  soon  as 
possible. 

The  Board  considers  that  the  Inter¬ 
venors  have  shown  good  cause  for  a  con¬ 
tinuance  and,  accordingly,,  hereby  grants 
the  Intervenors’  motion  in  this  regard. 
Insofar  as  the  motion  requests  that  the 
suspension  hearing  be  adjourned  and 
that  the  construction  permits  be  immedi¬ 
ately  suspended,  the  Intervenors’  motion 
Is  denied.  In  view  of  time  limitations,  the 
Board  will  Issue  a  separate  memorandum 
and  order  setting  forth  the  reasons  for 
this  denial. 

In  addition,  the  Board  has  now  re¬ 
ceived  briefs  from  the  parties  in  response 
to  its  Memorandum  and  Order  of  Sep¬ 
tember  21,  1976,  with  regard  to  defining 
further  steps  in  the  reopened  proceed¬ 
ings.  After  review  of  these  briefs,  the 
Board  will  issue  a  memorandum  and 
order  to  control  further  conduct  of  this 
proceeding.  That  memorandum  and 
order  will  deal  with  such  items  as  the 
Board’s  action  on  the  ACRS  letter,  with 
discovery,  with  procedures  to  sharpen 
and  define  the  i^ues  for  the  remanded 
hearing,  with  the  requirements  for  filing 
written  testimony  in  the  suspension 
hearing  and  with  any  other  actions  that 
may  aid  in  the  orderly  disposition  of  this 
proceeding. 

Accordingly,  please  take  notice,  and  it 
is  hereby  ord^ed.  That  the  suspension 
hearing  set  for  October  6, 1976,  is  hereby 
continued  imtll  10:00  a.m.  on  Tuesday, 
November  16,  1976,  at  the  Holiday  Inn, 
1500  West  Wackerly  Road,  Midland, 
Michigan.  Ihis  hearing  shall  run  contin¬ 
uously  until  all  evidence  and  oral  argu¬ 
ment  on  the  suspension  Issues  has  been 
received  Or  until  continued  by  further 
order  of  the  Board. 

Members  of  the  public  are  invited  to 
attend  the  s\isi>ension  hearing  and>the 
Bocurd  will  receive  limited  appearances 
prior  to  taking  of  evidence  at  the  hear¬ 
ing.*  limited  appearances  will  be  restrlct- 


>  The  Board  has  received  several  letters  and 
one  telegram  which  requested  permission  to 
make  limited  appecu'ances  at  the  October  6 
hearing.  The  Bofud  has  sent  these  requests 
to  the  Docketing  and  Service  Section  for 
service  on  the  parties  In  accordance  with 
$  2.780(b)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  ai  Prac¬ 
tice,  10  CFR  Part  2. 


ed  to  ten  (10)  minutes  each,  imless  the 
perscm  requesting  the  limited  appear¬ 
ance  can  show  good  cause  for  taking 
more  time. 

It  is  so  ordered. 

By  order  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and  li¬ 
censing  Board. 

Issued  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  4th  ' 
day  of  October,  1976. 

Daniel  MrHEAD, 
Chairman. 

IFR  Doc.76-29972  Piled  10-13-76;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-321] 

GEORGIA  POWER  CO.  AND  OGLETHORPE 
ELECTRIC  MEMBERSHIP  CORP. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Ccanmission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment  No. 
35  to  Facility  Operating  License  Na 
DPR-57  issued  to  Georgia  Power  Com¬ 
pany  and  Oglethorp  Electric  Member¬ 
ship  Corporation,  which  revised  Techni¬ 
cal  Specifications  for  operation  of  the 
Edwin  I.  Hatch  Nuclear  Plant,  Unit  No. 
1,  located  in  Appling  County,  Georgia. 
The  amendment  is  effective  as  of  its  date 
of  issuance. 

The  amendment  consists  of  changes 
to  the  ’Technical  Specifications  relating 
to  (1)  the  thermal  discharge  plume  veri¬ 
fication  program,  (2)  fish  collection  pro¬ 
cedures  used  to  determine  the  migratory 
behavior  of  selected  fish  species,  and  (3) 
the  administrative  and  management 
controls  established  to  implement  the 
Environmental  Technical  Specifications. 

’The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  tlie  Act  and  the  Ccxnmis- 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CPR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  li¬ 
cense  amendment.  ETior  public  notice  of 
this  am^dment  was  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  Involve  a  sig¬ 
nificant  hazards  ccmsideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR  51.5 
(d)  (4)  an  environmental  stat^nent, 
negative  declaration  or  environmental 
impact  appraisal  need  not  be  prepared 
in  connection  with  issuance  of  this 
amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  May  11,  1976,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  35  to  License  No.  DPR^ 
57  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  reference 
letter.  All  of  these  items  are  available  for 
public  insp>ection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Ap¬ 
pling  County  Public  Library,  Parker 
Street,  Baxley,  Georgia  31513. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 


Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  4th 
day  of  October,  1976. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


George  Lear, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors 


Branch  No.  3,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 


I  PR  Doc.76-29976  Plied  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nob.  50-254  and  50-266] 

COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO.  AND  lOWA- 

ILLINOIS  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility 
Operating  Licenses 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  Nos.  32  and  31  to  Facility 
Operating  License  Nos.  DPR-29  and 
DPR-30,  issued  to  Commonwealth  Edi¬ 
son  Company  (acting  for  itself  and  on 
behalf  of  the  lowa-niinois  Gas  and  Elec¬ 
tric  Company) ,  which  revised  Technical 
Specifications  for  operation  of  the  Quad 
Cities  Station  Unit  Nos.  1  and  2  (the 
faculties)  located  in  Rock  Island  County, 
lUinois.  The  amendments  are  effective  as 
of  their  date  of  issuance. 

These  amendments  modified  the  exist¬ 
ing  Quad  Cities  Unit  Nos.  1  and  2  snub¬ 
ber  Technical  Specifications  to  (1)  spec¬ 
ify  the  safety  related  snubbers  which 
must  be  inspected,  (2)  provide  for  add¬ 
ing  snubbers  to  safety  related  systems, 
(3)  delete  the  requirement  that  the  ini¬ 
tial  inspection  be  performed  within  4 
months  of  issuance  of  Amendment  No.  14 
to  License  No.  DPR-29  and  Amendment 
No.  10  to  License  No.  DPR-30  which  were 
issued  on  June  17,  1975,  and  (4)  delete 
the  requirement  to  disassemble  two 
snubbers  per  facUity  during  each  refuel¬ 
ing  outage. 

The  application  for  the  amendments 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations.  'The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Com- 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CJFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  U- 
cense  amendments.  Prior  public  notice 
of  these  amendments  was  not  required 
since  the  amendments  do  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  these  amendments  wiU 
not  result  in  any  significant  environ¬ 
mental  impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10 
CPR  51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statement  or  negative  declaration 
and  environmental  impact  appraisal 
need  not  be  prepared  in  connection  with 
issuance  of  these  amendments. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendments  dated  March  11,  1976,  (2) 
Amendment  Nos.  32  and  31  to  License 
Nos.  DPR-29  and  DPR-30,  and  (3)  the 
Commission’s  concurrently  issued  re¬ 
lated  Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these 
items  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  Commission’s  Public  Docu- 
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ment  Room.  1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Moline  Public  Li¬ 
brary,  504  17th  Street.  Moline,  Illinois 
60625.  A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may 
be  obtained  upon  request  addressed  to 
the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention, 
Director,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  first 
day  of  October,  1976. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Dennis  L.  Ziemann, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  2,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 


(FR  Doc.76-29968  Filed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-298] 

NEBRASKA  PUBLIC  POWER  DISTRICT 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  31  to  Facility  Operat¬ 
ing  License  No.  DPR-46,  issued  to  Ne¬ 
braska  Public  Power  District  (the  li¬ 
censee),  which  revised  Technical  Spec¬ 
ifications  for  operation  of  the  Cooper 
Nuclear  Station  (the  facility)  located  in 
Nemaha  County,  Nebraska.  The  amend¬ 
ment  is  effective  as  of  its  date  of  issu¬ 
ance. 

The  amendment  revised  temporary  re¬ 
strictions  in  the  Technical  Specifications 
for  the  facility  to  authorize  modifica¬ 
tions  designed  to  improve  the  function¬ 
ing  of  the  Low  Pressure  Coolant  Injec¬ 
tion  System  of  the  Emergency  Core  Cool¬ 
ing  System. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  ttie  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  li¬ 
cense  amendment.  Prior  public  notice  of 
this  amendment  was  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  involve  a  sig¬ 
nificant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  prepared  in  connection  with  issuance 
of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  August  9,  1976,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  31  to  License  No.  DPR- 
46,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Auburn  Public  Library,  118 
15th  Street,  Auburn,  Nebraska  68305.  A 
copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  request  addressed  to  the  U.S. 


Nuclear  Regulatory  Conunission,  Wash- 
ingrton,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director, 
Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  28th 
day  of  September,  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dennis  L.  Ziemann, 

Chief.  .  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  2,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 

[FR  Doc.76-29971  Filed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  50-390  and  60-391] 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY  WATTS 
BAR  NUCLEAR  PLANT,  UNITS  1  AND  2 

Order  Extending  Construction  Completion 
Dates 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority  is  the 
holder  of  Construction  Permits  Nos. 
CPPR-91  and  CPPR-92  issued  by  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  ^  on  January 
23,  1973,  for  construction  of  the  Watts 
Bar  Nuclear  Plant,  Units  1  and  2,  pres¬ 
ently  under  construction  at  the  Com¬ 
pany’s  site  in  Rhea  County,  Tennessee. 

On  June  30,  1976,  the  Company  filed 
a  request  for  an  extension  of  the  comple¬ 
tion  dates  because  construction  has  been 
delayed  due  to: 

( 1 )  Delays  In  opening  bids, 

(2)  Design  difficulties  caused  by  transient 
pressures, 

(3)  Redesign  of  embeds  and  resultant  slip¬ 
page  In  delivery, 

(4)  Increase  of  three  feet  in  reactor  build¬ 
ing  base  slab  thickness, 

(5)  Increased  erection  time  caused  by 
change  to  heavier  plate  material. 

This  action  involves  no  significant 
hazards  consideration;  good  cause  has 
been  shown  for  the  delay;  and  the  re¬ 
quested  extension  is  for  a  reasonable 
period,  the  bases  for  which  the  set  forth 
in  a  staff  evaluation  dated  October  5, 
1976. 

Copies  of  the  above  documents  and 
other  related  material  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20555,  and  at  the 
Dayton  Public  Library,  First  Avenue, 
Dayton,  Tennessee  37321. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  the  latest 
completion  date  for  CPPR-91  is  extended 
from  August  1,  1976  to  June  1,  1979,  and 
the  latest  completion  date  for  CPPRr-92 
is  extended  from  May  1, 1977  to  March  1, 
1980. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Date  of  Issuance:  October  5,  1976. 

D.  B.  Vassallo, 

Assistant  Director  for  Light 
Water  Reactors.  Division  of 
Project  Management. 

[FR  Doc.76-29969  Filed  10-13-76; 8: 45  am] 


^Effective  January  20,  1976,  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  became  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  and  permits  in  effect 
on  that  day  were  continued  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Nuclesur  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


[Docket  No.  50-331] 

IOWA  ELECTRIC  LIGHT  AND  POWER  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment  No. 
23  to  Facility  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-49  issued  to  Iowa  Electric  Light 
and  Power  Company  which  revised 
Technical  Specifications  for  operation  of 
the  Duane  Arnold  Energy  Center,  located 
in  Linn  County,  Iowa.  The  amendment  is 
effectite  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  permits  changes  in 
the  sampling  requirement  for  fecal  con¬ 
form  bacteria  in  the  station’s  sewage 
treatment  plant. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis- 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  is  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  involve  a  sig¬ 
nificant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  statement, 
negative  declaration  or  environmental 
impact  appraisal  need  not  be  prepared  in 
connection  with  issuance  of  this  amend¬ 
ment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  May  5,  1975,  and  (2) 
Amendment  No.  23  to  License  No.  DPR- 
49.  These  items  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Cedar  Rap¬ 
ids  Public  Library,  426  Third  Avenue, 
S.E.,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa. 

A  copy  of  item  (2)  may  be  obtained 
upon  request  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Operating  Reactors. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  7th 
day  of  October,  1976. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


George  Lear, 

Chief.  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  3.  Division  of  Oper¬ 
ating  Reactors. 


[FR  Doc.76-30108  Filed  10-13-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  50-282  and  60-306] 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO. 
Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility 
Operating  Licenses 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  Issued 
Amendment  Nos.  16  and  10  to  Facility 
Operating  License  Nos.  DPR-42  and 
DPR-60,  issued  to  the  Northern  States 
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Power  Company  (the  licensee),  which 
revised  Technical  Specifications  for  op¬ 
eration  of  Units  1  and  2  of  the  Prairie 
Island  Nuclear  Generating  plant  (the  fa¬ 
cilities)  located  in  Goodhue  Coimty, 
Minnesota.  The  amendments  are  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  their  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendments  revised  the  Tech¬ 
nical  Specifications  for  the  facilities  to 
authorize  operation  of  the  facilities  with 
modified  operating  limits  based  upon  an 
evaluation  of  emergency  core  cooling 
system  performance  calculated  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  an  acceptable  evaluation 
model  that  conforms  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  10  CFR  Part  50  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  regxilations  with  the  following  ex¬ 
ception.  The  analysis  of  the  single  failure 
criterion  and  correction  of  the  ECXJS 
analysis  according  the  Commission  Or¬ 
der  of  August  27,  1976  will  be  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  separate  actions  at  a  later  date. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regxilations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  li¬ 
cense  amendments.  Notice  of  Proposed 
Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility  Op¬ 
erating  Licenses  in  connection  with  this 
action  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  March  1, 1976  (41  FR  8837) . 
No  request  for  a  hearing  or  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  was  filed  following  no¬ 
tice  of  the  proposed  action. 

In  connection  with  issuance  of  these 
amendments,  the  Commission  has  issued 
a  Negative  Declaration  and  Environ¬ 
mental  Impact  Appraisal. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendments  dated  February  2, 1976,  and 
earlier  filings  dated  April  14,  1975, 
AprU  17,  1975,  July  9,  1975,  October  21, 
1975,  January  7, 1976  and  March  1,  1976, 
(2)  Amendment  No.  16  to  License  No. 
DPR-42  and  Amendment  No.  10  to  Li¬ 
cense  No.  DPR-60,  (3)  the  Commission’s 
related  Safety  Evaluation,  (4)  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Negative  Declaration  dated  Octo¬ 
ber  4, 1976  (which  is  also  being  published 
in  the  Federal  Register)  and  the  asso¬ 
ciated  Environmental  Impact  Appraisal. 
All  of  these  items  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  and  The  Environ¬ 
mental  Conservation  Library  of  the  Min¬ 
neapolis  Public  Library,  300  Nicollet 
Mall,  Minneapolis,  Minnesota  55401. 

A  copy  of  items  <2),  (3)  and  (4)  may 
be  obtained  upon  request  addressed  to 
the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Director,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
4th  day  of  October,  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dennis  L.  Ziehann, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  2,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 

IPR  Doc.7e-80106  FQed  10-13-76;8;45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  50-282  and  50-308] 

PRAIRIE  ISLAND  NUCLEAR  GENERATING 
PLANT  UNIT  NOS.  1  AND  2  NORTHERN 
STATES  POWER  CO. 

Negative  Declaration  Regarding  Proposed 
Changes  to  the  Technical  Specifications 
of  License  Nos.  DPR-42  and  DPR-60 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  (the  Commission)  has  consid¬ 
ered  the  issuance  of  amendments  to 
Facility  Operating  License  Nos.  DPR-42 
and  DPR-60  issued  to  Northern  States 
Pow'er  Company  (the  licensee)  for  op¬ 
eration  of  the  Prairie  Island  Nuclear 
Generating  Plant  Unit  Nos.  1  and  2 
(PINGP)  located  in  Goodhue  County, 
Minnesota.  These  amendments  would  re¬ 
vise  the  Technical  Specifications  for 
PINGP  to  authorize  operation  of  the 
facilities  with  modified  operating  limits 
based  upon  an  evaluation  of  emergency 
core  (tooling  system  performance  cal¬ 
culated  in  accordance  with  an  acceptable 
evaluation  model  that  conforms  with  the 
requirements  of  10  CFR  Part  50  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations  except  for  the 
analysis  of  the  single  failure  criterion. 

The  Commission  has  prepared  an 
environmental  impact  appraisal  for  the 
revised  Technical  Specifications  and  has 
concluded  that  an  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statement  for  this  particular  action 
is  not  warranted  because  there  will  be 
no  significant  environmental  impact 
attributable  to  the  proposed  action.  The 
environmental  impact  appraisal  is  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717 
H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  at 
The  Environmental  Conservation  Librarj' 
of  the  Minneapolis  Public  Library,  300 
Nicollet  Mall,  Minneapolis,  Minnesota 
55401. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  4th 
day  of  October,  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dennis  L.  Ziemann, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  2,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 

[PR  Doc.76-30107  Piled  10-13-7«:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-285] 

OMAHA  PUBLIC  POWER  DISTRICT 

Proposed  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Facility  Operating  License 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(the  Commission)  is  considering  issu¬ 
ance  of  an  amendment  to  Facility  Op¬ 
erating  License  No.  DPIt-40  issued  to 
Omaha  Public  Power  District  (the  li¬ 
censee),  for  operation  of  tlie  Fort  Cal¬ 
houn  Station,  Unit  No.  1,  located 
in  Washington  County,  Nebraska. 

The  amendment  would  revise  the  pro¬ 
visions  in  the  Technical  Specifications 
to  allow  facility  operation,  fidlowdng  re¬ 
fueling,  imtil  the  extended  fuel  exposure 
time  is  reached,  in  accordance  with  the 
licensee’s  application  for  amendment, 
dated  September  3,  1976.  This  action 
would  also  revise  the  peak  linear  heat 
generation  limits  which  were  added  to 
the  facility  operating  license  by  the  Com¬ 


mission’s  Order  for  Modification  of  Li¬ 
cense  dated  June  17,  1976,  following  re- 
evaluation  of  the  emergency  core  cool¬ 
ing  system  (ECXjS)  cooling  performance, 
in  accordance  wiUi  the  licensee’s  applica¬ 
tion  for  amendment,  dated  Octo^r  4, 
1976. 

Prior  to  issuance  of  the  proposed  li¬ 
cense  amendment,  the  Commission  will 
have  made  the  findings  required  by  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended 
(the  Act),  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations.  '  . 

By  November  15, 1976,  the  licensee  may 
file  a  request  for  a  hearing  and  any  per¬ 
son  whose  interest  may  be  affected  by 
this  proceeding  may  file  a  request  for  a 
hearing  in  the  form  of  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  with  respect  to  the 
issuance  of  the  amendment  to  the  sub¬ 
ject  facility  operating  license.  Petitions 
for  leave  to  intervene  must  be  filed  un¬ 
der  oath  or  affirmation  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  §  2.714  of  10  CFR 
Part  2  of  the  Commission’s  regulations. 
A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  must 
set  forth  the  interest  of  the  petitioner  in 
the  proceeding,  how  that  interest  may  be 
affected  by  the  results  of  the  proceeding 
and  the  petitioner’s  contentions  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  proposed  licensing  action. 
Such  petitions  must  be  filed  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  this  Federal 
Register  notice  and  §  2.714,  and  must  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Docketing  and  Service  Section,  by  the 
above  date.  A  copy  of  the  petition  and/or 
request  for  a  hearing  should  be  sent  to 
the  Executive  Legal  Director,  U.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20555,  and  to  Hope  Babcock, 
Esquire,  LeBoeuf,  Lamb,  Leiby  &  Mac- 
Rae,  1757  N  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C,  20036,  the  attorney  for  the  licensee. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  supptH-ting  affidavit 
which  identifies  the  specific  aspect  or  as¬ 
pects  of  the  proceeding  as  to  which  inter¬ 
vention  is  desired  and  specifies  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  facts  <m  which  the  peti¬ 
tioner  r^ies  as  to  both  his  interest  and 
his  contentions  with  regard  to  each  as¬ 
pect  on  which  intervention  is  requested. 
Petitions  stating  contentions  relating 
only  to  matters  outside  the  Commission’s 
jurisdiction  will  be  denied. 

All  petitions  will  be  acted  upon  by  the 
Commission  or  licensing  board,  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Ccunmission  or  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board  Panel.  Timely  petitions 
will  be  considered  to  determine  whether 
a  hearing  should  be  noticed  or  another 
appropriate  order  issued  regarding  the 
disposition  of  the  petitions. 

In  the  event  that  a  hearing  is  held 
and  a  person  is  permitted  to  intervene, 
he  becomes  a  party  to  the  proceeding  and 
has  a  right  to  participate  fully  in  the 
conduct  of  the  hearing.  For  example,  he 
may  present  evidence  and  examine  and 
cross-examine  witnesses. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  the  applications  for  amend¬ 
ment  dated  September  3,  1976  and  Octo¬ 
ber  4,  1976,  which  are  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Pub- 
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lie  Document  Ro(xn,  1717  H  Street,  NW„ 
WashingUm,  D.C.  and  at  the  Blair  Public 
Library,  1665  Lincoln  Street,  Blair, 
Nebraska. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  7th 
day  of  October,  1976. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


George  Lear, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  3,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 


[PR  Doc.76-30103  Piled  10-13-76:8:46  am] 


REGULATORY  GUIDE 
Issuance  and  Availability 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
has  issued  a  guide  in  its  Regulatory 
Guide  Series.  This  series  has  been  de¬ 
veloped  to  describe  and  make  available 
to  the  public  methods  acceptable  to  the 
NRC  staff  of  implementing  specific  parts 
of  the  Commission’s  regulations  and,  in 
some  cases,  to  delineate  techniques  used 
by  the  staff  in  evaluating  specific  prob¬ 
lems  or  postulated  accidents  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  guidance  to  applicants  concerning 
certain  of  the  information  needed  by  the 
staff  in  its  review  of  applications  for  per¬ 
mits  and  licenses. 

Regulatory  Guide  1.38,  Revision  1, 
“Quality  Assurance  Requirements  for 
Packaging,  Shipping,  Receiving,  Storage, 
and  Handling  of  Items  for  Water-Cooled 
Nuclear  Power  Plants,”  describes  a  meth¬ 
od  acceptable  to  the  NRC  staff  for  com¬ 
plying  with  the  Commission’s  regulations 
with  regard  to  the  quality  assurance  re¬ 
quirements  for  the  packaging,  shipping, 
receiving,  storage,  and  handling  of  items 
for  water-cooled  nuclear  power  plants. 
This  guide  endorses  ANSI  Standard 
N45.2.2-1972,  “Packaging,  Shipping,  Re¬ 
ceiving,  Storage,  and  Handling  of  Items 
for  Nuclear  Power  Plants  Diuring  the 
Construction  Phase.” 

Comments  and  suggestions  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  (1)  items  for  inclusion  in  guides 
currently  being  developed  or  (2)  im¬ 
provements  in  all  published  guides  are 
encouraged  at  any  time.  Public  ccon- 
ments  on  Regulatory  Guide  1.38,  Revi¬ 
sion  1,  will,  however,  be  particularly  use¬ 
ful  in  evaluating  the  need  for  an  early 
revision  if  received  by  Dcember  10,  1976. 

Comments  should  be  sent  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  •  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Docketing  and 
Service  Section. 

Regulatory  guides  are  available  for  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  Requests  for  single 
copies  of  issued  guides  (which  may  be 
reproduced)  or  for  placement  on  an  au¬ 
tomatic  distribution  list  for  single  copies 
of  future  guides  should  be  made  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Director,  Office  of  Standards 
Development,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regiilatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555. 
Telephone  requests  cannot  be  accommo¬ 
dated.  Regulatory  guides  are  not  copy¬ 
righted  and  Commission  approval  is  not 
required  to  reproduce  them. 


(5  U.S.C.  6&3(a).) 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland  this  7th 
day  of  October  1976. 

For  the  Nu(dear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert  B.  Minogue, 
Director,  Office  of 
Standards  Development. 
[FR  Doc.76-30104  Piled  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS  ENVIRONMENTAL  SUB¬ 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  purposes  of 
sections  29  and  182b.  of  the  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Act  (42  U.S.C.  2039,  2232b.),  the 
ACRS  Environmental  Subcommittee  will 
meet  on  November  5, 1976,  in  Room  1046, 
1717  H  St.,  NW.,  Washington.  DC  20555. 
The  purposes  of  this  meeting  is  to  review 
the  draft  regulations  on  the  use  of  mixed 
oxide  fuels  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  Vol.  41,  No.  183,  i>ages  40506 
through  40510  on  September  20,  1976. 

The  agenda  for  the  subject  meeting 
shall  be  as  follows: 

Friday,  November  5,  1976,  8:30  a.m. 

The  Subcommittee  will  meet  in  closed 
Executive  Session,  with  any  of  its  con¬ 
sultants  who  may  be  present,  to  ex¬ 
change  opinions  and  discuss  preliminary 
views  and  recommendations  relating  to 
the  above  discussion. 

9:00  A.M.  Until  the  Conclusion  of 

Business 

The  Subcommittee  will  meet  in  open 
session  to  hear  presentations  and  hold 
discussions  with  representatives  of  the 
NRC  Staff. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  open  session, 
the  Subcommittee  will  caucus  in  a  closed 
session  to  determine  whether  the  mat¬ 
ters  Identified  in  the  initial  closed  ses¬ 
sion  have  been  adequately  covered  and 
to  prepare  a  proposed  draft  for  review 
by  the  full  Committee.  During  the  ses¬ 
sion  Subcommittee  members  and  con¬ 
sultants  will  discuss  their  opinions  and 
recommendations  on  these  matters. 

I  have  determined,  in  accordance  with 
subsection  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  that 
it  is  necessary  to  conduct  the  above 
closed  sessions  to  protect  the  free  inter¬ 
change  of  internal  views  in  the  final 
stages  of  the  Subcommittee’s  delibera¬ 
tive  process  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)(5)).  Sepa¬ 
ration  of  factual  material  from  individ¬ 
uals’  advice,  opinions,  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  while  closed  Executive  Sessions  are 
in  progress  is  considered  Impractical. 

Practical  considerations  may  dictate 
alterations  in  the  above  agenda  or 
schedule.  The  Chairman  of  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee  is  empowered  to  conduct  the 
meeting  in  a  manner  that,  in  his  judg¬ 
ment,  will  facilitate  the  orderly  conduct 
of  business,  including  provisions  to  carry 
over  an  incompleted  session  from  one 
day  to  the  next. 

With  respect  to  public  participation  in 
the  open  portion  of  the  meeting,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  requirements  shall  apply: 

(a)  Persons  wishing  to  submit  written 
statements  regarding  the  agenda  may  do 


so  by  providing  a  readily  reproducible 
copy  to  the  Subcommittee  at  the  begin¬ 
ning  of  the  meeting.  Comments  should 
be  limited  to  safety  related  areas  within 
the  Committee’s  purview. 

Persons  desiring  to  mail  written  com¬ 
ments  may  do  so  by  sending  a  readily 
reproducible  copy  in  time  for  consider¬ 
ation  at  this  meeting.  Comments  post¬ 
marked  no  later  than  October  29,  1976 
to  Mr.  Muller,  ACRS,  NRC,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555  will  normally  be  received  in 
time  to  be  considered  at  this  meeting. 

Background  information  concerning 
items  to  be  considered  at  this  meeting 
can  be  found  in  documents  on  file  and 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
NRC  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H 
St.,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20555. 

(b)  Those  persons  wishing  to  make  an 
oral  statement  at  the  meeting  should 
make  a  written  request  to  do  so,  iden¬ 
tifying  the  topics  and  desired  presenta¬ 
tion  time  so  that  appropriate  arrange¬ 
ments  can  be  made.  The  Committee  will 
receive  oral  statements  on  topics  relevant 
to  the  Committee’s  purview  at  an  appro¬ 
priate  time  chosen  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Subcommittee. 

(c)  Further  information  regarding 
topics  to  be  discussed,  whether  the  meet¬ 
ing  has  been  cancelled  or  rescheduled, 
the  Chairman’s  ruling  on  requests  for  the 
opportimity  to  present  oral  statements 
and  the  time  allotted  therefor  can  be  ob¬ 
tained  by  a  prepaid  telephone  call  on 
November  4, 1976  to  the  Office  of  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Director  of  the  Committee  (tele¬ 
phone  202/634-1413,  Attn:  Mr.  R.  Mul¬ 
ler)  between  8:15  a.m,  and  5:00  p.m., 
e.s.t. 

(d)  Questions  may  be  propounded  only 
by  members  of  the  Subcommittee  and  its 
consultants. 

(e)  The  use  of  still,  motion  picture, 
and  television  cameras,  the  physical  in¬ 
stallation  and  presence  of  which  will  not 
Interfere  with  the  conduct  of  the  meet¬ 
ing,  will  be  permitted  both  before  and 
after  the  meeting  and  during  any  recess. 
The  use  of  such  equipment  will  not,  how¬ 
ever,  be  allowed  while  the  meeting  is  in 
session. 

(f)  A  copy  of  the  transcript  of  the 
open  portion  of  the  meeting  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  on  or  after  Novem¬ 
ber  12,  1976  at  the  NRC  Public  Docu¬ 
ment  Room,  1717  H  St.,  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20555. 

Copies  of  the  minutes  of  the  meeting 
will  be  made  available  for  inspection  at 
the  NRC  Public  Document  Room,  1717 
H  St.,  NW:,  Washington,  D.C.  20555  after 
February  7, 1977.  Copies  may  be  obtained 
upon  payment  of  appropriate  charges. 

Dated:  October  8, 1976. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc;76-30239  Filed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 
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Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  purposes  of 
Sections  29  and  182b.  of  the  Atomic 
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Energy  Act  (42  U.S.C.  2039,  2232b.) ,  the 
ACRS  Subcommittee  <m  General  Electric 
Water  Reactors  will  hold  a  meeting  on 
November  6.  1976  at  the  Quality  Inn, 
5249  W.  Century  Boulevard,  Los  Angeles, 
CA.  The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to 
develop  infcMmiation  for  consideration  by 
the  ACRS  in  its  review  of  the  General 
Electric  Standard  Safety  Analysis  Re> 
ports  238  and  251  pertaining  to  the  nu¬ 
clear  steam  supply  system. 

The  agenda  for  the  subject  meeting 
shall  be  as  follows: 

Saturdat,  November  6,  1976,  8:30  a.m. 

The  Subcommittee  win  meet  in  closed 
Executive  Session,  with  any  of  Its  con¬ 
sultants  who  may  be  present,  to  explore 
their  preliminary  opinions,  based  upon 
their  independent  r^ews  of  safety  re¬ 
ports  sul^ltted  by  the  Applicant  and  the 
NRC  Staff  regarding  matters  which 
should  be  covered  during  the  foUowlng 
open  meeting  In  order  to  formulate  a 
l^bcommlttee  report  and  recommenda¬ 
tion  to  the  fuU  Ccmimittee. 

9:00  AJC.  Until  the  Conclusion  of 
Business 

The  Subcommittee  wlU  meet  in  open 
session  to  hear  presentations  by  and  hold 
discu8sl<ms  with  the  representatives  of 
the  NRC  Staff  and  the  General  Electric 
Company  and  their  consultants  pertain¬ 
ing  to  review  the  Standard  Safety 
Analysis  R^^orts  238  and  251. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  <H}en  session, 
the  SubccMnmittee  will  caucus  in  a  brief, 
closed  session  to  determine  whether  the 
matters  identified  in  the  initial  closed 
session  have  been  adequately  covered 
and  whether  the  matters  are  ready  for 
review  by  the  full  Committee.  During  the 
session  Subcommittee  mnnbers  and  con¬ 
sultants  will  discuss  their  opinions  and 
reconunendatiims  on  these  matters.  Upcm 
conclusion  of  this  caucus,  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee  may  meet  again  in  brief  open  ses¬ 
sion  to  announce  its  determination. 

In  addition  to  these  closed  deliberative 
sessions,  it  may  be  necessary  for  the  Sub¬ 
committee  to  hold  one  or  more  closed 
sessions  for  the  piupose  of  exploring  with 
the  NRC  Staff  and  Api^cant  matters 
hivolving  proprietary  informaticm. 

I  have  determined,  in  accordance  with 
subsection  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  that 
it  is  necessary  to  conduct  the  above 
closed  sessions  to  protect  the  free  inter¬ 
change  of  internal  views  in  the  final 
stages  of  the  Subcommittee’s  deliberative 
process  (5  n.S.C.  552(b)  (5) )  and  to  pro¬ 
tect  proprietary  information  (5  UB.C. 
552(b)(4)).  Separation  of  factual  ma¬ 
terial  from  individuals’  advice,  opin¬ 
ions,  and  recommendations  while  closed 
Executive  Sessions  are  in  progress  is  con¬ 
sidered  impractical. 

Practical  considerations  may  dictate 
alterations  in  the  above  agenda  or  sched¬ 
ule.  The  (Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee 
is  empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in 
a  manner  that,  m  his  Judgment,  will  fa¬ 
cilitate  the  orderly  conduct  of  business. 
Including  provisions  to  carry  over  an  in- 
conmleted  open  session  from  one  day  to 
the  next. 


With  respect  to  public  participation 
in  the  open  porti<m  of  the  meeting,  the 
following  requirements  shall  apply: 

(a)  Persons  wishing  to  submit  written 
statements  regarding  the  agenda  may 
do  so  by  providing  15  readily  reproduc¬ 
ible  copies  to  the  Subcommittee  at  the 
beginning  of  the  meeting.  Comments 
should  be  limited  to  safety  related  areas 
within  the  Committee’s  purview. 

Persons  desiring  to  mail  written  com¬ 
ments  may  do  so  by  sending  a  readily 
reproducible  copy  thereof  In  time  for 
consideration  at  this  meeting.  Comments 
postmarked  no  later  than  October  30, 
1976  to  Mr.  J.  C.  McKinley,  ACRS,  NRC, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555  will  nonnally  be 
received  in  time  to  be  considered  at  this 
meeting. 

Background  Information  concerning 
items  to  be  considered  at  this  meeting 
can  be  found  in  documents  on  file  and 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
NRC  Public  Document  Boom,  1717  H  St., 
N.W.,  Wash.,  DC  20555. 

(b)  Those  persons  wishing  to  make  an 
oral  statonent  at  the  meeting  should 
make  a  written  request  to  do  so,  identi¬ 
fying  the  topics  and  desired  pres^tation 
time  so  that  appropriate  arrangements 
can  be  made.  The  Committee  will  receive 
oral  statements  on  topics  rdevant  to  the 
Committee’s  purview  at  an  appropriate 
time  chosen  by  the  C2iairman  of  the 
Subcommittee. 

(c)  Further  information  regarding 
topics  to  be  discussed,  'v^ether  the  meet¬ 
ing  has  been  cancelled  or  rescheduled,  the 
Chairman’s  ruling  on  requests  for  the 
opportimity  to  present  oral  statements 
and  the  time  allotted  therefor  can  be 
obtained  by  a  prepaid  telephone  call  on 
November  5,  1976  to  the  Office  of  the 
Executive  Director  of  the  Comiuittee 
(telephone  202/634-1371,  Attn:  Mr.  J.  C. 
McKinley)  between  8:15  ajn.  and  5:00 
p.m.,  e.s.t. 

(d)  Questions  may  be  propounded  only 
by  members  of  the  Subcommittee  and  its 
consultants. 

(e)  The  use  of  still,  motion  picture, 
and  television  cameras,  the  physical  in¬ 
stallation  and  presence  of  which  will  not 
interfere  with  the  conduct  of  the  meet¬ 
ing,  will  be  permitted  both  before  and 
after  the  meeting  and  during  any  recess. 
The  use  of  such  equipment  will  not,  how¬ 
ever,  be  allowed  while  the  meeting  is  in 
session. 

(f )  Persons  with  agreements  or  orders 
permitting  access  to  proprietary  infcMin- 
mation  may  attend  portions  of  ACRS 
meetings  where  this  material  is  being 
discussed  upon  confirmation  that  such 
agreements  are  effective  and  relate  to 
the  material  being  discussd. 

The  Executive  Director  of  the  ACRS 
should  be  Informed  of  such  an  agree¬ 
ment  at  least  three  working  days  prior  to 
the  meeting  so  that  the  agreement  can 
be  confirmed  and  a  determination  can  be 
made  regarding  the  applicability  of  the 
agreement  to  the  material  that  wfll  be 
discussed  during  the  meeting.  Minimum 
Infoimation  provided  should  Include  In- 
formatimi  regarding  the  date  of  the 
agreement,  the  scope  ot  material  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  agreement,  the  project  or 


projects  Involved,  and  the  names  and 
titles  of  the  persons  signing  the  agree¬ 
ment.  Additional  information  may  be  re¬ 
quested  to  Identify  the  specific  agree¬ 
ment  involved.  A  copy  of  the  executed 
agreement  should  be  provided  to  Mr.  J. 
C.  McKinley,  of  the  ACTRS  OfBce,  prior  to 
the  beginning  of  the  meeting. 

(g)  A  copy  of  the  transcript  of  the 
open  portion  of  the  meeting  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  on  or  after  November 
15.  1976  at  the  NRC  Public  Document 
Room.  1717  H  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555. 

Copies  of  the  minutes  of  the  meeting 
will  be  made  available  for  inspection  at 
the  NRC  Public  Dociunent  Bomn,  1717 
H  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20555 
after  February  7,  1977.  Copies  may  be 
obtained  upon  payment  of  appropriate 
charges. 

Date:  October  12, 1976. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Ofjleer. 

[FB  Doc.76-30240  FUed  10-ia-76:«:45  un] 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE 
FOUNDATION 

ADVISORY  PANEL  FOR  MOLECULAR 
BIOLOGY 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the 
National  Science  Foundation  announces 
the  following  meeting: 

Name:  Advisory  Panel  for  Molecular  Biology. 
Date:  November  1  and  2. 1976. 

Time:  9:00  ajn.  each  day. 

Place:  Room  838,  National  Science  Founda¬ 
tion,  1800  O  Street,  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C. 

Type  of  meeting:  Closed. 

Contact  person:  Dr.  Martin  P.  Schweiz^, 
Program  Director  for  Bic^hysics,  Room  329, 
National  Science  Foundation,  Washington, 
D.C.  20550,  telephone  202/632-4260. 
Purpose  of  panel:  TO  provide  advice  and  rec¬ 
ommendations  concerning  suppeot  for  re¬ 
search  in  molecular  biology. 

Agenda:  To  review  and  evaluate  research 
proposals  and  projects  as  part  of  the  se¬ 
lection  process  for  awards. 

Reason  t<x  closing:  The  proposals  and  proj¬ 
ects  being  reviewed  include  information  of 
a  pr<q>rietary  or  confidential  nature.  In¬ 
cluding  technical  information;  financial 
data,  such  as  salaries;  and  personal  infor¬ 
mation  concerning  individuals  associated 
with  the  ^itqxwals  and  projects.  These 
matters  are  within  exemptions  (4)  and  (6) 
of  5  n.S.C.  652(b),  Freedom  of  Information 
Act.  The  rendering  of  advice  by  the  panel 
Is  considered  to  be  a  part  of  the  Founda¬ 
tion’s  deliberative  process  and  is  thus  sub¬ 
ject  to  exemption  (5)  of  the  Act. 
Authority  to  close  meeting:  This  determina¬ 
tion  was  made  by  the  Committee  Manage¬ 
ment  Officer  pursuant  to  provisions  of  Sec¬ 
tion  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463.  The  Ckunmlt- 
tee  Management  Officer  was  delegated  the 
authority  to  make  determinations  by  the 
Director,  NSF,  on  February  11,  1976. 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler, 

Acting  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

October  8, 1976. 

[PR  Doc.76-29960  FUed  10-13-76;8:45  am] 
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NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

{N-AR  76-42] 

INCIDENT  REPORT;  SAFETY 

recommendations  and  responses 

Availability  and  Receipt 

Aircraft  Incident  Report. — The  Na¬ 
tional  Transportation  Safety  Board  an¬ 
nounces  the  release  on  October  5  of  re¬ 
port  No.  NTSB-AAR-76-18  which  con¬ 
cerns  the  near  collision  last  April  1  of 
Hughes  Airwest  Flight  5  and  Northwest 
Airlines  Plight  603.  The  incident  occurred 
over  the  Spokane  (Washington)  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport. 

The  two  McDonnell  Douglas  jet  air¬ 
liners  came  within  an  estimated  291  feet 
of  collision  as  the  Ahwest  DC-9  was  exe¬ 
cuting  a  missed  approach  to  Spokane’s 
Rxmway  21,  and  the  Northwest  DC-10 
was  climbing  out  after  takeoff  from  the 
same  rimway.  The  DC-9  was  rolled  into 
a  steep  bank  by  wake  turbulence  during 
its  pilot’s  evasive  maneuver.  There  were 
no  injuries,  however  among  the  176  per¬ 
sons  aboard  the  two  aircraft.  The  Spo¬ 
kane  tower  is  not  radar  equipped.  Both 
approaches  and  departures  are  controlled 
by  the  radar  facility  at  nearby  Fairchild 
Air  Force  Base;  the  Fairchild  radar  cov¬ 
erage  is  incomplete  because  of  "blind 
spots”  in  the  airport  area.  The  Airw'est 
crew  was  unaware  of  this. 

The  Safety  Board  determined  that  the 
probable  cause  of  the  incident  was  the 
inadequacy  of  the  local  air  traffic  control 
procedures  to  Insure  positive  and  ade¬ 
quate  separation  between  arriving  and 
departing  aircraft.  Contributing  to  the 
incident  was  the  failure  of  the  local  con¬ 
troller  to  recognize  and  resolve  the  im¬ 
pending  conflict  in  accoixiance  with  the 
basic  mandate  to  insure  positive  sepa¬ 
ration  between  aircraft.  Also  contribut¬ 
ing  to  the  incident  was  the  failure  of 
the  Airwest  5  crew  to  follow  company 
ILS  approach  procedures  and  the  recom¬ 
mended  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
position  reporting  procedures. 

As  a  result  of  the  investigation  of  this 
incident,  the  Safety  Board  last  July  15 
recwnmended  that  PAA  (1)  revise  the 
Airman’s  Information  Manual  so  “the 
aviation  community  will  not  be  misled” 
into  overestimating  the  radar  capabili¬ 
ties  of  terminals  with  air  traffic  control 
procedures  and  radar  such  as  Sp<rtcane’s. 
and  (2)  review  all  local  proc^ures  to 
assure  positive  separation  wherever 
flights  involve  both  radar  and  nonradar 
terminal  operations.  (Recommendations 
A-76-91  and  A-76-92:  see  41  FR  30215, 
July  22.  1976.) 

Aviation  Safety  Recommendations. — 
A  serious  incident  which  involved  a  vio¬ 
lent  mental  patient  occurred  July  16 
aboard  an  Eastern  Airlines  Lockheed  L- 
1011  flight  out  of  San  Juan.  Puerto  Rico. 
In  an  effort  to  prevent  recurrence  of 
similar  incidents  which  could  seriously 
jeopardize  other  passengers’  safety,  the 
Board  on  October  7  recommended  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration  (1) 
amend  14  CFR  121.584  to  include  pro¬ 
visions  relevant  to  carriage  of  mental  pa¬ 
tients  who  are  potentially  dangerous  to 


themselves  or  to  others,  these  provisions 
to  require  that  the  mental  pati^t  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  qualified  medical  at¬ 
tendant  (recommendation  A-76-132) ; 
and  (2)  amend  Advisory  Circular  121-18 
to  provide  guidance  to  organizations  and 
persons  responsible  for  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  mental  patients  with  regard  to 
the  actions  necessary  and  the  responsi¬ 
bilities  involved  in  escorting  such  per¬ 
sons  (A-76-133).  Both  are  CJlass  n  rec¬ 
ommendations,  for  priority  followup. 

Letters  in  Response  to  Safety  Board 
Recommendations. — During  the  past 
week,  addressees  of  earlier  recommenda¬ 
tions  have  responded  as  follows ; 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Ad¬ 
ministration  letter  of  September  27  con¬ 
cerns  recommendation  H-76-7  which 
was  issued  foUowing  investigation  of  the 
METRO  bus'  which  caught  fire  and 
burned  last  November  20  on  Interstate 
95  in  Alexandria,  Virginia.  (See  41  FR 
12360,  March  25,  1976.)  The  recommen¬ 
dation  asked  NHTSA  to  develop  and  issue 
a  Federal  motor  vdiicle  safety  standard 
to  insure  that  wheelwell  compmients  can 
withstand  fires  and  resist  penetration  by 
objections  propelled  by  wheel  rotation. 

Before  considering  Implementation  of 
this  recommendation  NHTSA  has  for¬ 
warded  letters  if  inquiry,  dated  Septem¬ 
ber  27,  to  the  three  largest  manufactur¬ 
ers  of  intercity  buses;  General  Motors 
Corporation  at  Warren,  Michigan;  A.  M. 
General  Corporation  at  Wayne,  Michi¬ 
gan;  and  The  Flxible  Company  at  Lou- 
donvllle,  Ohio.  These  letters  (copies  at¬ 
tached  to  NHTSA’s  letter)  urge  "con¬ 
sideration  of  Improvements  in  this  area, 
and  [NHTSA’s]  desire  to  know  the  steps 
that  have  been  taken,  or  contemplated, 
to  assure  that  wheel  well  cap  construc¬ 
tion  provides  reasonable  protection 
against  violation  of  passenger  compart¬ 
ment  integrity.” 

NHTSA  indicates  that  after  review¬ 
ing  the  manufacturer’s  respcmses,  de¬ 
termination  will  be  made  as  to  whether 
to  Initiate  rulemaking  based  on  available 
evidence  of  the  presence  or  absence  of  a 
hazardous  accident  pattern  and  the 
manufacturers’  reaction  to  such  a  pat¬ 
tern.  NHTSA  notes  that  Its  commence¬ 
ment  of  a  rulemaking  proceeding  does 
not  signify  that  the  rule  in  question  will 
be  issued,  stating,  "A  decision  as  to  the 
issuance  of  the  rule  is  made  on  the  basis 
of  all  available  information  developed 
in  the  course  of  the  rulemaking  proceed¬ 
ing,  in  accordance  with  statutory  cri¬ 
teria,” 

Materials  Transportation  Bureau  let¬ 
ter  of  September  21  responds  to  recom¬ 
mendations  1-76-5  and  1-76-6,  issued  as 
a  result  of  investigation  of  the  Surtigas, 
S.A.,  tank-semitrailer  overturn,  explo¬ 
sion,  and  fire,  which  occurred  near  Eagle 
Pass.  Texas,  April  29,  1975.  (See  41  FR 
27185.  July  1,  1976.)  Concerning  1-76-5, 
MTB  has  directed  development  of  a  con¬ 
tract  proposal  to  study  new  apinpaches 
to  reduce  the  injury  and  damage  poten¬ 
tial  of  liquefied  flammable  gases  released 
from  ruptured  cargo  tanks.  MTB  will 
consider  adding  other  materials,  such  as 
liquefied  ammonia,  to  the  study.  It  is 
anticipated  that  the  contract  will  be  de¬ 


veloped  and  let  during  FY  1977,  depend¬ 
ing  upon  availability  of  research  and  de¬ 
velopment  funds. 

Recommendation  1-76-6  requested  that 
MTB  establish  a  regulation  to  require 
the  safety  registration  statements  au¬ 
thorized  by  secticHi  106(b)  of  the  Haz¬ 
ardous  Materials  Transportation  Act  of 
persons  transporting  bulk  shipments  of 
pressurized,  liquefied  petroleum  gases  in 
a  form  and  quantity  capable  of  causing 
widespread  injury  and  property  damage 
in  transportation  accidents. 

In  response,  MTB  challenges  the 
Safety  Board’s  rationale  concerning 
statements  made  on  page  14  of  Board 
report  NTSB-HAR-76-4,  which  sup¬ 
ported  recommendation  1-76-6;  namely. 
“The  Safety  Board  believes  that  these 
carriers  would  be  identified  more  effec¬ 
tively  if  registration  statements  were  re¬ 
quired,  for  safety  purposes  only,”  and 
“The  possibility  of  losing  their  safety 
registrations  would  act  as  a  strong  in¬ 
centive  for  compliance  with  safety  regu¬ 
lations.”  MTB  cites  the  Conference  Re¬ 
port  on  the  Transportation  Safety  Act  of 
1974  (Report  No.  93-1347)  in  taking  ex¬ 
ception  to  the  Board’s  suggestion  that 
registration  statements  may  be  revoked 
should  there  not  be  compliance  with 
MTB’s  safety  regulations,  making  spe¬ 
cific  reference  to  the  statement  on  page 
21  of  the  Conference  Report:  “The  Sec¬ 
retary  is  not  authorized  to  revoke  or  sus¬ 
pend  any  registration  statement  which 
is  filed.” 

MTB,  after  quoting  requirements  of 
§  177-.824(f)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation’s  Hazardous  Materials 
Regulations,  states  that  while  the  term 
"Registration”  is  not  used  in  the  regula¬ 
tion,  “the  provision  is  in  essence  a  regis¬ 
tration  requirement.”  MTB  notes  that 
the  regulatlcm,  in  effect  for  several  years, 
provides  the  Bureau  of  Motor  Carrier 
Safety  a  means  of  identifying  all  carriers 
transporting  liquefied  petroleum  gases  in 
cargo  tanks  in  the  United  States,  “if  such 
carriers  come  under  the  Department’s 
jurisdiction  and  there  has  been  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  reporting  requirement.” 

In  conclusion,  MTB  stat^,  “Since  the 
Board’s  desires  would  not  be  accom¬ 
plished  by  a  regulation  issued  under  sec¬ 
tion  106(b)  and  the  Board’s  proposal 
would  present  a  redundancy  In  the  reg¬ 
ulatory  requirements  for  motor  carriers, 
the  Department  will  not  act  upon  this 
recommendation.  After  reconsideration 
of  the  above  information,  it  is  recognized 
the  Board  may  wish  to  withdraw  NTSB 
1-76-6  and/or  propose  an  alternate  rec¬ 
ommendation.” 

Gulf  Refining  Company  letter  of  Sep¬ 
tember  23  concerns  recommendations  P- 
76-30  through  P-76-35,  resulting  from 
investigation  of  the  West  Texas  Gulf 
Pipeline  Company  (owned  by  Gulf  Re¬ 
fining  Company)  accident  near  Abilene, 
Texas.  December  1,  1974.  (See  41  FR 
32794,  August  5,  1976.)  The  Company 
states  that  recommendations  P-76-30 
through  P-76-34  have  been  complied 
with  and  have  been  Incorporated  into  its 
procedural  requirements. 

Re  recommendation  P-76-35,  recom¬ 
mending  that  the  Company  examine  its 
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repair  records  of  the  system  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  locations  where  other  fillet  weld 
repairs  have  been  made  and  excavate 
these  locations  to  inspect  the  weld,  Oulf 
has  checked  its  records  and  finds  that 
in  early  1971  full  wrap  was  installed  on 
the  pipeline  in  about  a  dozen  locations 
where  a  “line-a-log”  survey  showed 
evidence  of  external  corrosion.  The 
Company  notes  that  these  locations  are 
all  in  sparsely  populated  areas  and  have 
been  in  service  for  almost  6  years  with 
no  indications  of  any  problems.  Gulf  is 
concerned  that  “if  we  excavate  them  for 
examination  we  run  the  risk  that  in  dis¬ 
turbing  the  soil  again  we  could  cause 
settling  and  place  unnecessary  and  dan¬ 
gerous  stress  on  the  pipe.”  Gulf  suggests 
that  it  not  disturb  the  soil  by  excava¬ 
tion  but  continue  to  monitor  these  loca¬ 
tions  from  the  surface  and  only  excavate 
at  the  first  indication  of  a  problem. 

Safety  Board  Reply  to  Recommenda¬ 
tion  Response. — ^Board  letter  of  Octo¬ 
ber  1  to  the  EWrector,  Materials  Trans¬ 
portation  Bureau,  acknowledges  a  recent 
telephone  conversation  providing  his  ob¬ 
servations  regarding  MTB’s  contribu¬ 
tions  to  the  training  of  firemen.  The 
Board  states,  “We  were  aware  of  DOT’S 
contributions  to  personnel  safety  in 
hazardous  materials  accidents  when  we 
directed  recommendations  1-76-7  and 
1-76-8  (41  FR  37166,  September  2,  1976) 
to  the  Secretary  of  Commerce.  We  chose 
this  course  because  of  the  developing  ac¬ 
tivities  and  the  Congressional  mandate 
to  the  National  Fire  Prevention  and  Con¬ 
trol  Administration  relative  to  the  train¬ 
ing  of  firefighters,  and  the  communica¬ 
tion  of  such  information  to  firefighters 
throughout  the  nation.”  The  Board  adds 
that  since  MTB  too  has  an  important 
part  to  play  in  the  reduction  of  unneces¬ 
sary  injury  and  loss  of  life  among  fire¬ 
fighters,  it  is  hoped  that  MTB  will  coor¬ 
dinate  its  activities  with  those  of  the 
NFPCA. 

The  accident  report  and  the  safety  recom¬ 
mendation  are  available  to  the  general  pub¬ 
lic;  single  copies  may  be  obtained  without 
charge.  Copies  of  the  letters  responding  to 
recommendations,  and  Safety  Board  replies 
thereto,  may  be  obtained  at  a  cost  of  $4.00 
for  service  and  10<  per  page  for  reproduc¬ 
tion.  All  requests  must  be  in  writing,  identi¬ 
fied  by  recommendation  number  and  date 
of  publication  of  this  Federal  Register 
notice.  Address  inquiries  to:  Publications 
Unit,  National  Transportation  Safety  Board, 
Washington,  D.C.  20594. 

Multiple  copies  of  the  accident  report  may 
be  purchased  by  mail  from  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Virginia 
22151. 

(Secs.  304(a)  (2)  and  307  of  the  Independent 
Safety  Board  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-633,  88 
Stat.  2169,  2172  (49  U.S.C.  1903,  1906) ) .) 

Margaret  L.  Fischer, 
Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 

October  8,  1976. 

[PR  Doc.76-30157  Piled  10-13-76:8:45  am] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release  34-12869,  File  No.  6R-NASD-76-12] 

NATIONAL  ASSOCIATION  OF 
SECURITIES  DEALERS,  INC. 

Self-Regulatory  Organizations;  Proposed 
Rule  Change 

Pursuant  to  section  19(B)  (1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)  (1),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  94-29,  16  (June  4,  1975)  notice  is 
hereby  given  on  October  1,  1976  the 
above-mentioned  self -regulatory  organi¬ 
zation  filed  with  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  a  proposed  rule 
change  as  follows: 

NASD's  Statement  of  the  Terms  of 
Substance  of  the  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

Text  of  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  following  is  the  full  text  of  the 
proposed  amendment  to  Schedule  A,  un¬ 
der  Article  III,  Section  1  of  the  By-Laws 
of  the  National  Association  of  Securities 
Dealers,  Inc.  Deletions  are  indicated  by 
brackets;  new  material  is  italicized. 

P  1301A — Schedule  A 

Assessments  and  fees,  pursuant  to  the 
provision  of  Article  III  of  the  By-Laws  of 
the  Association,  shall  be  determined  on 
the  following  basis  after  [December  1, 
1975.1  October  1.  1976. 

Section  1 — Assessments 

Each  member  shall  pay  an  annual 
assessment  composed  of  the  following: 

(a)  A  basic  membership  fee  of  $250.00. 

[  (b)  An  amount  equal  to  0.3%  of  gross 

income  defined  in  Section  5  of  this 
Schedule  for  the  preceding  calendar 
year.] 

(b)  An  amount  equal  to  0.2%  of  gross 
income  for  the  preceding  calendar  year 
from  municipal  securities  transactions 
and  an  amount  equal  to  0.25%  of  gross 
income  for  the  preceding  calendar  year 
from  other  over-the-counter  transac¬ 
tions  in  securities.  Gross  income  for  this 
purpose  is  as  defined  in  Section  5  of  this 
Schedule. 

(c)  Unchanged. 

Section  2 — Unchanged 
Section  3 — Unchanged 
Section  4 — Unchanged 
Section  5 

Gross  income  from  sales  of  shares  of 
investment  companies  shall  include  gross 
income  from  any  shares  purchased  and 
later  redistributed  and  from  sales  of 
shares  by  said  member  represented  by 
reinvestment  of  income  dividends,  [in 
any  case  where  gross  income,  net  of 
deductions  described  below,  from  sales 
of  investment  company  shares  by  a  mem¬ 
ber  acting  as  sponsor  or  underwriter  (ex¬ 
cluding  sales  to  another  member  who  is 
an  underwriter  or  sponsor  of  a  con¬ 


tractual  plan  for  such  shares)  is  less 
than  1.75%  of  such  sales,  then  this 
amount  shall  be  included  as  the  mini¬ 
mum  amoimt  of  gross  income  for  the 
purpose  of  the  assessment.! 

Remainder — ^Unchanged. 

Deductions — ^Unchanged. 

Exclusions  from  the  amount  to  be  re¬ 
ported:  Interest  and  dividends. 

Advisory  fees,  investment  management 
fees  and  finders’  fees  not  directly  involv¬ 
ing  the  offering  of  securities [,];  proxy 
feesl,];  vault  service  fees!,];  safekeeping 
fees:  [and!  transfer  feesl.];  and  fees 
for  financial  advisory  services  for  munic¬ 
ipalities. 

Remainder — Unch  anged . 

NASD’s  Statement  of  Purpose  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rule  Change 

Proposed  section  Kb)  will  allow  the 
Association  to  equitably  assess  fees  so 
that  they  refiect  a  firm’s  participation 
in  municipal  securities  transactions. 

Section  5  is  amended  so  that  the  de¬ 
finition  of  Gross  Income  upon  which  the 
Association’s  assessments  are  based  in¬ 
cludes  actual  gross  income,  net  of  deduc¬ 
tions,  from  sales  of  investment  company 
shares  by  a  member  acting  as  sponsor  or 
underwriter  instead  of  a  minimum 
amount  equal  to  at  least  1.75  percent  of 
such  sales. 

Section  5  is  further  amended  so  that 
excluded  frwn  amounts  to  be  reported 
to  the  Association  are  fees  earned  as  the 
result  of  providing  financial  advisory 
services  for  municipalities. 

Basis  Under  the  Act  for  Proposed 
Rule  Change 

It  is  the  resix>nsibility  of  the  Associa¬ 
tion  under  Section  15A  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act,  as  amended,  to  regulate 
its  members  and  persons  associated  with 
its  members  who  deal  in  municipal  se¬ 
curities.  The  proposed  changes  in 
Schedule  A  provide  for  an  equitable  al¬ 
location  of  the  reasonable  dues  and  fees 
among  the  members  of  the  Association 
and  provide  a  revenue  base  to  finance  the 
costs  of  the  regulation  that  the  Associa¬ 
tion  was  not  responsible  for  prior  to  the 
enactment  of  the  new  law. 

Section  15A(b)  provides  that  an  asso¬ 
ciation  of  bn^ers  and  dealers  shall  not 
be  registered  as  a  national  securities  as¬ 
sociation  unless  the  Commission  deter¬ 
mines  that  the  rules  of  the  association 
provide  for  the  equitable  allocation  of 
reasonable  dues,  fees,  and  other  charges 
among  m^bers  and  issuers  and  other 
persons  using  any  facility  or  system 
which  the  association  operates  or  con¬ 
trols.  The  amendments  to  Schedule  A 
provide  an  equitable  allocation  of  fees 
and  is  in  fuiiherance  of  the  purposes 
of  the  Act. 

Comments  Received  From  Members, 

Participants  or  Others  on  Proposed 

Rule  Change 

Under  section  I  of  Article  in  of  the 
By-Laws  of  the  Association,  membership 
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approval  of  a  change  in  a  fee  schedule 
is  not  necessary.  ThereffU'e,  comments 
of  the  m^bership  on  the  pr<^posed 
amendments  to  Schedule  A  were  not 
solicited  or  received. 

Burden  on  Competition 

Section  15A  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  places  on  the  Association  the  respon¬ 
sibility  to  regulate  the  activities  of  its 
members’  dealings  in  municipal  securi¬ 
ties,  and  provides  the  statutory  basis  for 
the  assessment  of  equitable  fees,  thus  it 
is  felt  that  there  is  no  burden  on  com¬ 
petition  Imposed  by  the  proposed  rule 
change,  and  that  it  is  in  furtherance  of 
the  purposes  of  the  Act. 

Basis  for  Rule  Taking,  or  Being  Put 

Into  Effect  Pursuant  to  Section 

19(b)(3) 

The  proposed  amendments  are  to  take 
effect  immediately  imder  paragraph  (A) 
of  section  19(b)  (3)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act.  The  use  of  this  paragraph  is 
authorized  because  these  amendments 
establish  or  change  a  due,  fee,  or  other 
charge.  At  any  time  within  60  days  of 
the  filing  of  such  proposed  rule  change, 
the  Ctxnmission  may  summarily  abro¬ 
gate  such  rule  change  if  it  appears  to 
the  Commission  that  such  action  is  nec¬ 
essary  or  appropriate  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est,  for  the  protection  of  Investors,  or 
otherwise  in  furtherance  of  the  purposes 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views,  and  arguments 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Persons  de¬ 
siring  to  make  written  submi&ion  should 
file  six  (6)  copies  thereof  with  the  Sec- 
cretary  of  the  Commission.  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20549.  Copies  of  the  filing  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  foregoing  and  all  written 
submissions  will  be  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  and  copying  in  the  public  Refer¬ 
ence  Room.  1100  L  Street,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  Copies  of  such  filing  will  also 
be  available  for  insp>ection  and  copying 
at  the  principal  office  of  the  above  men¬ 
tioned  self-regulatory  organization.  All 
submissions  should  refer  to  the  file  num¬ 
ber  referenced  in  the  caption  above  and 
should  be  submitted  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  15,  1976.  For  the  Commission  by  the 
Division  of  Market  Regulation,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

October  6,  1976. 

I FR  Doc .76-30 168  Piled  10-13-76; 9; 45  am] 


IPUe  Nob.  7-4879-7-4880] 

NICOR  INC.  AND  WESTERN  AIR  LINES, 
INC. 

Applications  for  Unlisted  Trading  Privileges 
and  of  Opportunity  for  Hearing 

October  5, 1976. 

In  the  matter  of  applications  of  the 
Cincinnati  Stock  Exchange,  for  unlisted 
trading  privileges  in  certain  securities, 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

The  above  named  national  securities 
exchange  has  filed  applications  with  the 


Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
pursuant  to  section  i2(f)(l)(B)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule 
12f-l  thereunder,  for  unlisted  trading 
privileges  in  the  securities  of  the  com¬ 
panies as  set  forth  below,  which  securi¬ 
ties  are  listed  and  registered  on  one  or 
more  other  national  securities  ex¬ 
changes: 

Nlcor  Incorporated,  $5.00  Par  common. 
Pile  No.  7-4879. 

Western  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  $1.00  par  common, 
FUe  No.  7-4880. 

Upon  receipt  of  a  request,  on  or  before 
October  21, 1976  from  any  interested  per¬ 
son,  the  Commission  will  determine 
whether  the  application  with  respect  to 
any  of  the  companies  named  shall  be  set 
down  for  hearing.  Any  such  request 
should  state  hriefly  the  title  of  the  secur¬ 
ity  in  which  he  is  interested,  the  nature 
of  the  interest  of  the  person  making  the 
request,  and  the  position  he  proposes  to 
take  at  the  hearing,  if  ordered.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  any  interested  person  may  sub¬ 
mit  his  views  or  any  additional  facts 
bearing  on  any  of  the  said  applications 
by  means  of  a  letter  address^  to  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20549  not 
later  than  the  date  specified.  If  no  one 
requests  a  hearing  with  respect  to  any 
particular  applications,  such  application 
will  be  determined  by  order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  the  basis  of  the  facts  stated 
therein  and  other  information  contained 
in  the  official  files  of  the  Commi-ssion 
pertaining  thereto. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

IFB  Doc.76-30168  Filed  10-13-76:8:45  am] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

JAMES  E.  MARTIN 
Statement  of  Appointment 

Pursuant  to  subsection  302(b),  Part 
m.  Executive  Order  No.  10647,  dated 
November  28,  1955  (20  FR  8769),  “Pro¬ 
viding  for  the  Appointment  of  Certain 
Persons  under  the  Defense  Production 
Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  “I  hereby  fur¬ 
nish  the  following  information  for  filing 
with  the  Division  of  the  Federal 
Register  for  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register: 

(1)  Tbs  names  of  each  corporation  of 
which  X  am.  or  within  sixty  days  preceding 
my  said  ai^ointment  have  been,  an  office 
or  director,  are  as  foUows: 

Association  of  Amnlcan  Railroads,  Vice 
I^resldent,  Operations  ft  Maintenance  De¬ 
partment. 

(9)  The  names  of  each  corporatiem  In 
which  I  own,  or  within  sixty  days  preceding 
my  said  appointment  have  owned,  stocks, 
hoods,  or  other  financial  interests,  are  as 
foUows: 

Gulf  OU  Co. 

Occidental  Petroleum  Co. 

(3)  The  names  of  each  partnership  of 
which  I  am,  or  within  sixty  days  preoeeding 


my  said  appointment  have  been,  a  partner 
are  as  follows: 

None. 

(4)  The  names  of  other  hnwlnsaswi  In 
which  X  own,  or  within  Mxty  days  preceding 
my  aaid  i^polntmeat  have  owned,  any 
similar  interest  are  as  f<glowB: 

None. 

Dated  at  Washington.  D.C.  October  4, 
1976.  - 

James  E.  Martin. 

I  PR  Doc.76-30089  PUed  10-13-78; 8:45  am] 
[Notice  No.  168] 
ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

October  8,  1976. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment.  cancellation  or  oral  argument 
appear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appro¬ 
priate  steps  to  insure  that  tliey  are  no¬ 
tified  of  cancellation  or  postponements 
of  hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  82841  (Sub-No.  166),  Hunt  Transporta¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  now  a-sslgned  November  2,  1976 
at  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico;  wiU  be  held 
in  the  Bernalillo  County  Juvenile  Court¬ 
room,  BernallUo  County  Courthouse,  415 
Tljhras  Avenue. 

MC-C-9014,  Whitfield  Transportation,  Inc., 
now  assigned  November  4.  1976  at  Albu¬ 
querque,  New  Mexico;  will  be  held  in  the 
Bernalillo  Coimty  Juvenile  Courtroom, 
Bernalillo  County  Courthouse,  415  Tljhras 
Avenue. 

MC  25798  (Sub-No.  278),  Clay  Hyder  Truck¬ 
ing  IJnes,  Inc.;  MC  138635  (Sub-No.  21), 
Carolina- Western  Pxpress,  Inc.  and  MC 
139495  (Sub-No.  128),  National  Carriers, 
Inc.,  now  assigned  November  8,  1976  at  San 
Francisco,  California;  will  be  held  In  U.S. 
Cburt  of  Claims  Comrtroom,  Room  2041, 
U.S.  Courthouse  ft  Federal  Office  Building, 
450  Golden  Gate  Avenue. 

MC-C-8829,  Osborne  West,  Ltd.,  and  West 
Transportation,  Inc.,  Investigation  of  Oper¬ 
ations  and  practices  and  Revocation  of 
Certificates,  now  assigned  November  10, 
1976  at  San  Francisco,  California;  will  be 
held  in  U.S.  Court  of  Claims  Courtroom. 
Room  2041,  UB.  Courthouse  &  Federal 
Office  Building,  450  Golden  Gate  Avenue. 
MC  133566  (Sub-No.  51),  Gangloff  &  Down- 
ham  Trucking  Co.,  Inc.,  now  assigned  No¬ 
vember  15,  1976  at  Chicago,  Illinois;  will 
be  held  in  Room  1319,  Everett  McKinley 
Dlrksen  Building,  219  South  Dearborn 
Street. 

MC  123255  (Sub-No.  62).  B  &  L  Motor 
Freight,  Inc.,  now  assigned  November  16, 
1978  at  Cfiiicago,  Illinois:  will  be  held  in 
Room  1319,  Everett  McKinley  Dlrksen 
Building,  219  South  Dearborn  Street. 

MC  118651  (8ub-No.  188) ,  Indiana  Refrigera¬ 
tor  Ltnes,  Inc.,  and 

MC  113651  (Suh-No.  189),  Indiana  Refrigera¬ 
tor  Lines,  Inc.,  now  assigned  November  18, 
1976  at  Cbica^,  minois;  will  be  held  In 
Room  1319,  Everett  McKinley  Dlrksen 
Building.  219  South  Dearborn  Street. 

MC  140874,  Schreiber  Express,  Inc.,  now  as¬ 
signed  October  27,  1976  at  Tallahassee, 
norida.  hearing  canceled  and  the  apiRlca- 
tk>n  dismissed. 

MO  107290  (Sub-No.  619),  Pre-Fab  Transit 
Co.,  now  being  assigned  December  1,  1976, 
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at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  107445  Sub  10,  Underwood  Machinery 
Transport,  Inc.,  now  assigned  November 
30,  1976,  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  will  be  held  In 
R<^m  1319,  Everett  McKinley  Dirksen 
Bldg.,  219  S.  Dearborn  St. 

MC  138824  Sub  2,  Bedway  Carriers,  Inc.;  and 
MC  141920,  Keller  Trucking,  Inc.,  now  as¬ 
signed  DecembM'  2,  1976,  at  Chicago,  Ill., 
will  be  held  in  Room  1319,  Everett  Mc¬ 
Kinley  Dirksen  Bldg.,  219  South  Dearborn 
Street. 

MC  135725  Sub  17,  Pry  Trucking,  Iiic.,  now 
assigned  December  7,  1976,  at  Chicago,  Ill., 
will  be  held  in  Room  1319,  Everett  McKin¬ 
ley  Dirksen  Bldg.,  219  South  Dearborn 
Street. 

MC  115841  Sub  519,  Colonial  Refrigerated 
Transportation,  Inc.,  now  assigned  Decem¬ 
ber  6.  1976,  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  will  be  held  in 
Room  1319,  Everett  McKinley  Dirksen 
Bldg.,  219  South  Dearborn  Street. 

MC  35835  Sub  31,  Jensen  Transport,  Inc.; 
MC  67450  Sub  53,  Peterlin  Cartage  Co.,  A 
Corp.;  MC  107496  Sub  1027,  Ruan  Trans¬ 
port  Corp.;  MC  112801  Sub  180,  Transport 
Service  Co.;  MC  114194  Sub  182,  Kreider 
Truck  Service,  Inc.;  MC  115331  Sub  404, 
Truck  Transport  Incorporated;  MC  119974 
Sub  52,  L.C.L.  Transit  Company;  MC  124078 
Sub  684,  Schwerman  Trucking  Co.;  MC 
127840  Sub  44,  Montgomery  Tank  Lines, 
Inc.;  and  MC  136774  Sub  5,  Mc-Mor-Han 
Trucking  Co.,  Inc.,  now  assigned  Decem¬ 
ber  9,  1976,  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  will  be  in  Boom 
1319,  Everett  McKinley  Dirksen  Bldg.,  219 
South  Dearborn  Street. 

MC-C  8995,  Dugan  Truck  Line,  Inc. — Investi¬ 
gation  and  Revocation  of  Certificates  And 
Certificates  of  Registration;  and  MC  120657 
Sub  6,  Dugan  Truck  Line,  Inc.,  now  as¬ 
signed  November  9,  1976,  at  Topeka, 
Kansas,  will  be  held  in  Room  307,  Federal 
Bldg.,  424  Kansas  Avenue. 

MC  141609  Sub  2,  C.T.  Transport,  Inc.,  and 
MC-P  12679,  C.T.  Transport,  Inc. — Pur¬ 
chase — B  &  S  Transportation,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  November  9,  1976  will  be  held  in 
Room  226,  Federal  Bldg.,  Ill  West  Huron 
Street. 

MC-C  9301,  Greyhound  Lines,  Inc.,  Com- 
plainant-v-Superior  Bus  Service,  Inc., 
d/b/a  Travel  Lines  United,  Defendant,  now 
being  assigned  December  14,  1076,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-30163  Filed  10-13-76;8:45  am] 


lEx  Parte  No.  55  (Sub-No.  22)  ] 

ENERGY  POLICY  AND  CONSERVATION 
ACT  OF  1975  PROPOSED  IMPLEMEN¬ 
TATION 

Extension  of  Time  for  Filing  Comments 
October  8,  1976. 

At  the  request  of  James  K.  Pont,  repre¬ 
sentative  for  National  Energy  Conserva¬ 
tion  Programs  Energy  Conservation  and 
Environment,  the  time  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  in  the  tdiove-entitled  proceeding 
has  been  extended  from  October  12, 1976, 
to  October  18, 1976. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-30164  PUed  10-13-76;  8: 45  am] 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateway  Letter  Notices 
October  8,  1976. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  reducing  highway  congestion,  al¬ 
leviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini¬ 
mizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  imder  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Gateway  Elimination  Rules 
(49  CPR  (Part  1065),  and  notice  thereof 
to  all  interested  persons  is  hereby  given 
as  provided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  .by  October  25,  1976.  A  copy  must 
also  be  served  upon  applicant  or  its  rep¬ 
resentative.  Protests  against  the  elim¬ 
ination  of  a  gateway  will  not  operate  to 
stay  commencement  of  the  proposed  op¬ 
eration. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  imder  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC  40215  (Sub-No.  El)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  17,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  August  26, 
1976,  and  republished,  as  corrected,  this 
issue.  Applicant:  RICHARDSON 

TRANSFER  &  STORAGE  CO.,  INC.,  246 
N.  5th  Street,  Salina,  Kans.  87401.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative :  Theodore  Poly- 
doroff.  Suite  600,  1250  Connecticut  Ave., 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  from 
points  in  Arizona  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Arizona-Califomia 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  80  and  Interstate  Highway  8,  to 
junction  Arizona  Highway  84,  thence 
along  Arizona  Highway  84  and  Interstate 
Highway  8  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  10  and  Arizona  Highway  93,  and 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  10  and 
Arizona  Highway  80»to  the  Arizona-New 
Mexico  State  line,  to  points  in  Arkansas; 
from  points  in  Arizona  to  points  in  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Coliunbia,  Illinois,  Indiafia,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Maryland,  Missouri, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  New  York,  Ohio, 
Nebraska,  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Nebraska-South  Dakota  State  line 
and  extending  along  Nebraska  State 
Highway  61  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80  to  the  Nebraska-Colorado  State 
line,  Oklahoma,  on  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Kansas-Oklahoma  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
281  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  60  and  U.S. 
Highway  183,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
183  to  the  Oklahoma-Texas  State  line, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Dakota,  on  and 
e£ist  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  North  Da¬ 
kota-South  Dakota  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  South  Dakota  Highway  65, 


to  junction  U.S.  Highway  212,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  212  to  junction 
South  Dakota  Highway  63,  thence  along 
South  Dakota  Highway  63  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  90,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  90  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  83,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
83  to  the  South  Dakota-Nebraska  State 
line;  Tennessee,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
and  Wisconsin.  'The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Garden 
City,  Kans.,  Pratt,  Kans.,  Salina,  Kans., 
Galena,  Kans.,  and  Ravenna,  Ohio. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  repuhllcation 
Is  to  correct  the  territorial  description  and 
to  include  the  destination  States  of  Missouri, 
New  York,  and  Ohio,  previously  omitted. 

No.  MC  52704  (Sub-No.  E5)  (Partial 
Correction),  filed  May  20,  1974,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
April  16,  1975,  and  republished,  as  cor¬ 
rected,  this  issue.  Applicant:  GLENN 

McClendon  trucking  co.,  inc., 

P.O.  Drawer  H,  Lafayette,  Ala.  36862. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Archie  B. 
Culbreth,  Suite  246,  1252  West  Peach¬ 
tree  Street,  N.W.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Glass  containers 
for  beverages  and  food,  (5)  from  points  in 
North  Carolina  (except  points  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  Morehead 
City,  N.C.,  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  70  to  its  jimction  with  U.S. 
Highway  301,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
301  to  the  North  Carolina-Vlrginia  State 
line) ,  to  points  in  Delaware,  that  part  of 
Maryland  east  of  U.S.  Highway  522,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  and  Pennsylvania 
(except  points  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  219  and  on  and  south  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30  from  the  West  Virginia-Pennsyl- 
vania  State  line  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  15) .  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Hender¬ 
son,  N.C. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  partial  cor¬ 
rection  la  to  state  the  correct  destination 
description.  The  remainder  of  the  letter- 
notice  remains  as  previously  published. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  E45)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  April  15,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  May  13, 
1974,  and  republished,  as  corrected,  this 
issue.  Applicant:  WA’TKINS  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636,  Lakeland, 
Fla.  33802.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Benjy  W.  Fincher  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products,  as 
described  in  Section  A  of  Appendix  I  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles)  ,  fr<Hn  Dade  City,  Fla.,  to  points  in 
North  Carolina  on  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  Comeake  Inlet  on  the  At¬ 
lantic  Ocean,  thence  north  along  U.S. 
Highway  421  to  Wilmington,  N.C.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  17  to  jimction  with 
U.S.  Highway  264,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  264  to  junction  with  North 
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Carolina  Highway  32,  thence  along  North 
Carolina  Highway  32  to  junction  with 
U.S.-Hlghway  64,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  64  to  junction  with  North  Carolina 
Highway  32,  thence  along  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  32  to  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  17,  thence  along  North  Carolina 
Highway  17  to  Elizabeth  City,  thence 
along  North  Carolina  Highway  163  to  the 
Vlfginia-North  Carolina  State  hne.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Tifton,  Ga. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  correction  is 
to  state  the  correct  territorial  description. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  E112)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  April  19,  1974,  and  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  June  21, 
1974,  and  republished,  as  corrected,  this 
issue.  Applicant:  WATKINS  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636,  Lakeland, 
Fla.  33802.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Benjy  W.  Fincher  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from 
points  in  CaUfornla  on,  west,  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  Eureka  and  pro¬ 
ceeding  along  U.S.  Highway  101  to  Santa 
Rosa,  thence  along  California  Highway 
12  to  Glen  Ellen,  thence  along  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  to  Oakville,  thence  along 
California  Highway  29  to  Rutherford, 
thence  along  California  Highway  128  to 
its  junction  with  Interstate  Highway  80, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  80  to 
its  jimctlon  with  California  Highway  18, 
thence  along  California  Highway  18  to 
its  junction  with  California  Highway  49, 
thence  along  California  Highway  49  to 
its  junction  with  California  Highway  120, 
thence  along  California  Highway  120  to 
its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  395, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  395  to  its 
junction  with  California  Highway  168, 
thence  along  California  Highway  168  to 
the  Califomia-Nevada  State  line,  to 
points  in  New  Jersey  on,  east  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the.  Pennsylvania- 
New  Jersey  State  line  and  extending 
along  New  Jersey  Highway  57  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Highway  46,  thence  idong 
,,  UJ3.  Highway  46  to  its  junction  with  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80  to  the  Hudson  River. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  oi  Tifton,  Ga. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  correction  is 
to  state  the  correct  territorial  description. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  E285)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  9,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  June  19, 
1974,  and  republished,  as  corrected,  this 
issue.  Applicant:  WATKINS  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636,  Lakeland, 
Fla.  33802.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Benjy  W.  Fincher  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Canned  goods, 
from  Bridgeton,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  New  Mexico-Oklahoma  State  line, 
and  proceeding  along  U.S.  Highway  56/ 
64  to  its  junction  with  Oklahoma  High¬ 
way  3,  thence  along  Oklahoma  Highway 
3  to  its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  15, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  its 


junction  with  U.S.  Highway  60,  thence 
along  UJS.  Highway  60  to  Enid,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  64  to  its  junction 
with  Interstate  Highway  35,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  35  to  its  jimc- 
tlon  with  Oklahoma  Highway  51,  thence 
along  Oklah(»na  Highway  51  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  Oklahoma  Highway  16,  thence 
along  Oklahoma  Highway  16  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Highway  64,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  64  to  the  Oklahoma-Ar- 
kansas  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Baltimore,  Md.,  and  points  in  Pike  and 
Sapulding  Counties,  Ga. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  correction  Is 
to  state  the  correct  territorial  description. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  E509)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  May  16,  1974,  published  in' 
the  Federal  Register  issue  August  6, 

1974,  and  republished,  as  corrected,  this 
issue.  Applicant:  WATKINS  MO'TOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636.  Lakeland, 
Fla.  33802.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Benjy  W.  Fincher  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Bananas  and  coco¬ 
nuts  and  pineapples,  when  moving  in 
the  same  vehicle  and  at  the  same  time 
with  banfinas,  from  points  in  Georgia 
on  or  east  of  U.S.  Highway  301  (^cept 
points  on  U.S.  Highway  1),  to  points  in 
Florida  on  or  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  Cedar  Key  and  extending  along  Flor¬ 
ida  Highway  24  to  junction  Florida 
Highway  345,  thence  along  Florida 
Highway  345  to  Chiefiand,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  129  to  its  jimction  with 
Florida  Highway  26,  thence  along  Flor¬ 
ida  Highway  26  to  Gainesville,  thence 
along  Florida  Highway  24  to  Waldo, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  301  to  its 
junction  with  Florida  Highway  16, 
thence  along  Florida  Highway  16  to  its 
junction  with  Florida  Highway  215, 
thence  alcmg  Florida  Highway  215  to 
its  jimction  Florida  Highway  17,  thence 
along  Florida  Highway  17  to  its  junction 
with  Interstate  Highway  95,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  95  to  jimction 
with  U.S.  Highway  90,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  90  to  Jacksonville  Beach. 

Note. — ^The  piupose  of  this  correction  is  to 
state  the  correct  territorial  description. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  E716)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  May  17,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issues  of  April  3, 

1975,  and  May  5, 1975,  and  republished,  as 
corrected,  this  issues.  Applicant:  WAT¬ 
KINS  MOTORLINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1636,  Lakeland,  Fla.  33802.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Benjy  W.  Fincher  (same 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Bananas,  from  those  points  in  North 
Carolina  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  North  Carolina-South  Carolina 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  17  to  junction  North  Carolina 
Highway  50,  thence  along  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  50  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  to 
those  points  in  Colorado  on  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Colorado-BIansas 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  160  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 


way  25,  thwice  along  Interstate  Highway 
25  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  285,  thence  along  U.S  High¬ 
way  285  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  24, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  junction 
Colorado  Highway  31,  thence  along 
Colorado  Highway  31  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  40,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 

40  to  junction  Colorado  Highway  13/789, 
thence  along  Colorado  Highway  13/789 
to  the  Colorado-Wyoming  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  and 
Gulfport,  Miss. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to 
state  the  correct  territorial  description:  _ 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  E719)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  20,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  April  3, 
1975,  and  republi-shed,  as  corrected,  this 
issue.  Applicant:  WATKINS  MOTOR 
LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636,  Lakeland, 
Fla.  33802.  Applicant’s  represenattive: 
Benjy  W.  Fincher  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  The  Commodities 
classified  as  (a)  meats,  meat  products, 
and  meat  by-products,  in  the  Appendix 
to  the  report  in  ModificatiorCbf  Permits — 
Packing  House  Prodvots,  48  M.C.C.  628. 
from  Dteroit,  Mich.,  to  those  points  in 
Louisiana  on  and  ’southeast  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  and 
extending  along  unnumbered  Louisiana 
highway  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  167 
(excluding  Abbeville) ,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  167  to  junction  Louisiana  High¬ 
way  94.  thence  along  Louisiana  Highw'ay 
94  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  10. 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  10  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  61  (excluding 
Baton  Rouge) ,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  61  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  90. 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  90  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  ll,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  11  to  junction  Louisiana  High¬ 
way  41,  thsnce  along  Louisiana  Highway 

41  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  59. 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  59  to 
the  Loulslana-Mlsslssippl  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Tifton,  Ga. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  correction  i.s 
to  state  the  correct  territorial  description. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  E734)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  May  17,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  May  1, 
1975,  and  republished,  as  corrected,  this 
issue.  Applicant:  WATKINS  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC,,  P.O.  Box  1636,  Lakeland. 
Fla.  33802.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Benjy  W.  Fincher  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Bananas,  from 
those  points  in  North  Carolina  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  North 
Carolina-South  Carolina  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  301  to 
junction  North  Carolina  Highway  211, 
thence  along  North  Carolina  Highway 
211  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  74/76, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  74/76  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  421,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  421  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean, 
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to  points  in  Utah.  The  purpose  of  this 
fling  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Jacksonville,  Pla. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to 
state  the  correct  territorial  description. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  E738)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  17,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  April  7, 
1975,  and  republished,  as  corrected,  this 
issue.  Applicant:  WATKINS  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1636,  Lakeland, 
Pla.  33802.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Benjy  W.  Fincher  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Bananas,  from 
those  points  in  New  Jersey  on  and  south 
of  New  Jersey  Highway  33,  to  those 
points  in  Texas  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Texas -Louisiana  State 
line  and  extending  along  Texas  Highw’ay 
21  to  junction  Texas  Highway  294, 
thence  along  Texas  Highway  294  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  84,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  84  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
67,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  67  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  87,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  87  to  junction  Texas  High¬ 
way  158,  thence  along  Texas  Highway 
158  to  junction  Texas  Highway  59, 
thence  along  Texas  Highway  59  to  junc¬ 
tion  County  Road  181,  thence  along 
County  Road  181  to  junction  Texas 
Highway  115,  thence"  along  Texas  High¬ 
way  115  to  junction  Texas  Highway  128, 
thence  along  Texas  HighwayJ.28  to  the 
Texas-New  Mexico  State  lin^  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gatew’ays  of  Jacksonville,  Pla.,  and 
Gulfport,  Miss. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to 
state  the  correct  territorial  descriptions. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  E795)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  November  25,  1974,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  18,  1974,  and  republished,  as 
corrected,  this  issue.  Applicant:  WAT¬ 
KINS  MOTOR  LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1636,  Lakeland,  Fla.  33802.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Benjy  W.  Fincher  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier.  ^  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
food,  from  Rocky  Mount,  N.C.,  to  points 
in  California,  Arizona,  New  Mexico,  and 
those  points  in  Oklahoma  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Oklahoma- 
Missouri  State  line  and  extending  along 
Interstate  Highway  44  to  its  junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  69,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  69  to  its  jimction  with  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  40,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  40  to  its  jimction  with 
Oklahoma  Highway  99,  thence  along 
Oklahoma  Highway  99  to  its  junction 
with  Oklahoma  Highway  9,  thence  along 
Oklahoma  Highway  9  to  its  junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  177,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  177  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  70,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
70  to  its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  77, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  77  to  the 
Oklahoma-Texas  State  line,  and  to  those 
points  in  Texas  on  and  northwest  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Texas-Oklahoma 
State  line  and  extending  along  Texas 
Highway  79  to  Its  Jimction  with  U.f. 


Highway  180,  thence  along  U.S.,^ High¬ 
way  180  to  its  junction  with  Texas  High¬ 
way  350,  thence  along  Texas  Highway 
350  to  its  junction  with  Interstate  High¬ 
way  20,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
20  to  its  junction  with  Texas  Highway 
18,  thence  along  Texas  Highway  18  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  290,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  290  to  its  junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  67,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  67  to  the  U.S.-Mexico  Inter¬ 
national  Boundary  Line.  "The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Wa.shington,  Pa.  ,  , 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  correction  Is  to 
state  the  correct  territorial  description. 

Nq.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  E802)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  November  25,  1974,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  19,  1974,  and  republished,  as 
corrected,  this  issue.  Applicant:  WAT¬ 
KINS  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1636,  Lakeland,  Fla.  33802.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Benjy  W.  Fincher  (same 
as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
fruits,  frozen  berries,  and  frozen  vege¬ 
tables,  from  those  points  in  North  Caro¬ 
lina  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  North  Carolina-Virginia  State  line 
and  extending  along  North  Carolina 
Highway  18  to  its  junction  with  North 
Carolina  Highway  115,  thence  along 
North  Carolina  Highway  115  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  Interstate  Highway  77,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  77  to  the  North 
Carolina-South  Carolina  State  line,  to 
those  points  in  Arizona  on  and  north  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Arizona-CTalifor- 
nia  State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  80  to  its  junction  with  Arizona 
Highway  84,  thence  along  Arizona  High¬ 
way  84  to  its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway 
80,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  80  to  its 
junction  with  Arizona  Highway  77, 
thence  along  Arizona  Highway  77  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  60,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  the  Arizona- 
New  Mexico  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Washington,  Pa. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  correction  Is  to 
state  the  correct  territorial  description. 

No.  MC-108341  (Sub-No.  E5)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  13,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Septem¬ 
ber  4, 1975,  and  republished,  as  corrected, 
this  issue.  Applicant;  MOSS  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8409,  Charlotte, 
N.C,  28208.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Jack  F.  Counts  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Turbines,  steam 
condensers,  feed  water  heaters,  weld¬ 
ments  and  heat  exchangers  and  parts 
thereof,  and  iron  and  steel  castings  and 
forgings,  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  toe  use  of  special  equipment,  and 
turbines,  steam  condensers,  feed  water 
heaters,  weldments  and  heat  exchangers 
and  parts  thereof,  and  iron  and  steel 
castings  and  forgings,  which  are  contrac¬ 
tors’  materials,  supplies  and  equipment, 
which  do  not  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment  in  mixed  loads  with  commodi¬ 


ties  which  because  of  size  or  weight  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire, 
and  Vermont,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
toe  other,  points  in  Florida,  Georgia, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina  and  Vir¬ 
ginia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Chester,  Ed- 
dystone,  Essington,  Pa.,  Wilmington, 
Dela.,  and  the  District  of  Columbia.  The 
purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  complete 
th^  territorial  description. 

No.  MC-114019  (Sub-No.  Elll)  (Par¬ 
tial  Correction),  filed  May  4,  1974,  pub¬ 
lished  in  toe  Federal  Register  issue  of 
January  28,  1976,  and  republished,  as 
corrected,  this  issue.  Applicant;  MID¬ 
WEST  EMERY  FREIGHT  SYSTEM, 
INC.,  7000  South  Pulaski  Road,  Chic^o, 
m.  60629.  Applicant’s  representative; 
Arthur  J.  Sibik  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier.  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Frozen  foods,  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  (1)  from  points  in  New  York, 
Pennsylvania  and  those  in  Ohio  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  224  from  toe  In- 
diana-Ohio  State  line  to  its  junction 
with  Ohio  Highway  58  and  on  and  east 
of  Ohio  Highway  58  to  its- junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  224  to  Lake  Erie  and  those 
points  in  Indiana  on  and  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  24  from  the  Illinois-Indiana 
State  line  east  if  its  jimction  with  U.S. 
Highway  224,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
224  to  toe  Indiana-Ohio  State  line,  to 
points  in  Wisconsin  and  Minnesota.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Lafayette,  Ind. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  partial  correc¬ 
tion  Is  to  state  the  correct  territorial  de¬ 
scription.  The  remainder  of  the  letter-notice 
remains  as  previously  published. 

No.  MC-114019  (Sub-No.  E442)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  22,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  June  23, 
1976,  and  republished,  as  corrected,  this 
issue.  Applicant:  MIDWEST  EMERY 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  7000  S.  Pul¬ 
aski  Rd.,  Ctoicago,  HI.  60629.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Arthur  J.  Sibik  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irrgeular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  and  foods  not  frozen  when  trans- 
piorted  in  the  same  vehicle  with  frozen 
food  in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechan¬ 
ical  refrigeration,  from  points  in  toe 
Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan,  to  points 
in  West  Virginia,  Maryland,  Delaware, 
New  Jersey  (except  points  in  New  York, 
N.Y.  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Commercial 
Zones  as  defined  by  toe  Commission), 
(Chicago,  HI.)*;  from  points  in  Mich¬ 
igan,  to  points  in  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  Nebraska  (Ctoicago,  HI.)  *,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Iowa,  and  points  in  that  part  of 
Missouri  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Hlinols-Missouri  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  36  to  its 
junction  with  n.S.  Highway  24,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  its  junction 
with  U.S.  Highway  63,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  63  to  its  Junction  with  U.S.  " 
Highway  50,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
50  to  its  junction  with  Missouri  High¬ 
way  5,  thence  along  Missouri  Highway 
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5  to  the  Arkansas-Missouri  State  line. 
(Chicago,  m.,  and  Muscatine,  Iowa)  *. 
The  above  authority  is  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  the  commodities 
described  therein  when  moving  from, 
to,  or  between  warehouses,  and  whole¬ 
sale.  retail,  or  chain  outlets  of  food  busi¬ 
ness  houses. 

The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateways  marked  with  asterisks. 

Not*. — The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to 
state  the  correct  origin  and  destination  and 
restriction  that  were  omitted. 

No.  MC-1 14019  (Sub-No.  E447)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  22,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Registeb  issue  of  Jime  23, 
1974,  and  republished,  as  corrected,  this 
issue.  Aw)Ucant:  MIDWEST  EMERY, 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  7000  S.  Pula¬ 
ski  Rd.,  Chicago,  Ill.  60629.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Arthur  J.  Sibik  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechani¬ 
cal  refrigeration:  (1)  from  points  in 
Rock  Island,  Henry,  and  Wjiiteside  Coun¬ 
ties,  HI.,  to  points  in  that  part  of  Michi¬ 
gan  on,  north,  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Lake  Huron  and  extending  along 
Michigan  Highway  53,  to  its  junction 
with  Michigan  Highway  59,  thence  along 
Michigan  Highway  59  to  U.S.  Highway 
24,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  the 
Michigan-Ohio  State  line;  (2)  from 
points  in  -that  part  of  Illinois  on  and 
south  of  Illinois  Highway  9  to  points  in 
Michigan.  The  purpose, of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  LaFayette,  Ind. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  correction  Is 
to  reflect  the  correct  “E”  number  previously 
published  as  E440. 

No.  MC-127812  (Sub-No.  E2),  filed 
September  26,  1975.  Applicant:  TYSON 
’TRUCTC  LINES,  INC.,  185— 5th  Ave., 
SW.,  New  Brighton,  Minn.  55112.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Anthony  C.  Vance, 
1111  E  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20004. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transtiorting:  Confec¬ 
tionaries,  cocoa,  cocoa  syrup,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  to  points  In 
Ashland,  Barron,  Bayfield,  Buffalo,  Bur¬ 
nett,  Chippewa,  Clark,  Douglas,  Dunn, 
Eau  Claire,  Iron.  Jackson,  La  (Trosse, 
Oneida,  Pepin,  Pierce,  Polk,  Price,  Rusk, 
Sawyer,  St.  Croix,  Trempeauleau,  Wash- 
bum,  and  Vilas  Counties,  Wis.  Ihe  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  New  Brighton,  Minn. 

By  the  Commission. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

[PR  r)oc.76-30162  Filed  10-13-76; 8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  1351 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

October  8,  1976. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 


Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
provisions  of  49  CFR  1131.3.  These  rules 
provide  that  an  original  and  six  (6)  cop¬ 
ies  of  protests  to  an  application  may  be 
filed  with  the  field  official  named  in  the 
Federal  Register  publication  no  later 
than  the  15th  calendar  day  after  the 
date  the  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister.  One  copy  of  the  protest  must  be 
served  on  the  applicant,  or  its  author¬ 
ized  representative,  if  any,  and  the  Pro¬ 
testant  must  certify  that  such  service 
has  been  made.  The  protest  must  iden¬ 
tify  the  operating  authority  upon  which 
it  is  predicated,  specifying  the  “MC” 
docket  and  “Sub”  number  and  quoting 
the  particular  portion  of  authority  upon 
which  it  reUes.  Also,  the  protestant  shall 
specify  the  service  it  can  and  will  pro¬ 
vide  and  the  amoimt  and  type  of  equip¬ 
ment  it  will  make  available  for  use  in 
connection  with  the  service  contemplat¬ 
ed  by  the  TA  application.  The  weight  ac¬ 
corded  a  protest  shall  be  governed  by  the 
completeness  and  pertinence  of  the  Pro¬ 
testant’s  information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically  noted,- 
each  applicant  states  that  there  will  be 
no  signfficant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  application. 

A  copy  of  the  .application  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  In  the 
ICC  Field  Office  to  which  protests  are  to 
be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  720  (Sub-No.  18TA)  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  4.  1976.  Applicant;  BIRD  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  227. 
Waupun,  Wis.  53968.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  J.  Wyngaard,  P.O. 
Box  8004,  Madison,  Wis.  53707.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Frozen  foods,  food  stuffs, 
canned  goods,  and  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  or  useful  in  the  sale 
or  distribution  of  frozen  foods,  food¬ 
stuffs,  and  canned  goods;  (1)  from  the 
plant  and  warehouse  facilities  utilized  by 
Mass  Feeding  CJorporation,  at  Darien, 
Wis.,  to  Boston,  Mass.;  New  York  Cfity, 
N.Y.;  Newark,  N.J.;  Philadelphia,  Pa.; 
Washington,  D.C.;  Watertown,  Pall 
River  and  Norwood,  Maine;  and  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.;  and  (2)  from  the  plant  and 
warehouse  facilities  utilized  by  Mass 
Feeding  Corporation,  at  Elk  Grove  Vil¬ 
lage,  HI.,  to  Boston,  Mass.;  New  York 
City,  N.Y.;  Newark,  N.J.;  Philadelphia, 
Pa.;  Washingt<m,  D.C.;  Watertown,  Pall 
River  and  Norwood,  Maine;  Baltimore, 
Md.,  Toledo  and  (Cleveland,  Ohio;  and 
Livonia  and  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  for 
180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underl3^g  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Mass  Feeding  Corporation,  2241 
Pratt  Blvd.,  Elk  Grove  Village,  HI.  60007. 
S&od  protests  to:  Gail  Daugherty,  Trans¬ 
portation  Assistant,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  135  West  Wells  St.,  Room  807,  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis.  35203. 


No.  MC  34767  (Sub-No.  43TA)  filed 
S^t«nber  28,  1976.  Applicant;  GOOD’S 
TRANSFER,  INCORPORATED.  234 
Charles  St.,  Harrisonburg,  Ga.  22801.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  Chester  A. 
Zyblut,  1030  Fifteenth  St.,  N.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vdiicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Animal  and  poultry  feed,  from 
Harrisonburg,  (3a.,  to  points  in  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Garrett,  Alleghany  and  Washing¬ 
ton  Coimties,  Md..  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  Southern 
States  Cooperative,  P.O.  Box  1656,  Rich¬ 
mond,  Va.  23213.  Send  protests  to:  Danny 
R.  Beeler,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Cwnmerce  Com¬ 
mission,  P.O.  Box  210,  Roanoke,  Va. 
24011. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  1025TA)  filed 
September  24, 1976.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  308,  3901  Jonesboro  Road,  Forest 
Park,  Ga.  30050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Alan  E.  Serby,  3379  Peachtree  Rd., 
N.E.,  Suite  375,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30050.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Pickles,  pickled  to¬ 
matoes  and  sauerkraut,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles),  from  the  plantsite  of  Claussen 
Pickle  Co.  (an  Oscar  Mayer  Suby) ,  at  or 
near  Woodstock,  HI.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Florida,  Georgia,  Mississippi, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see  and  Virginia,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  above-named  origin 
and  destined  to  the  above-named  desti¬ 
nations,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Oscar  Mayer  &  Co.,  Inc.,  910  Mayer 
Ave.,  Madison,  Wis.  53704.  Send  protests 
to:  Sara  K.  Davis,  Transportation  As¬ 
sistant,  Bureau  of  Oper^ions.  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  1252  W. 
Peachtree  St.,  N.W.,  Room  546,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30309. 

No  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  1026TA)  filed 
October  4,  1976.  Applicant;  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  'TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  308,  3901  Jonesboro  Road,  Forest 
Park,  Ga.  30050.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Alan  E.  Serby,  Suite  375,  3379 
Peachtree  Rd.,  N.E.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30326. 
Autihority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  meat,  from 
the  plantsite  and  facilities  of  Merrylog 
Farms,  Nashville,  Tenn.,  to  Baltimore, 
Md.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Merrylog  Farms,  Div.  of  Cal-Maine 
Poods,  P.O.  Box  1100,  Nashville,  Twin. 
37202.  Send  protests  to:  William  L. 
Scroggs,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  1252  W.  Peachtree  St.,  N.W., 
Room  546,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  3480TA)  (cor¬ 
rection)  filed  September  13,  1976,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
Septwnb^  28,  1976,  and  rw>ublished  as 
corrected  this  issue.  Ai^illcant;  TRI¬ 
STATE  MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO.,  P.O. 
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Box  113,  Jophlin,  Mo.  64801.  Applicant’s 
representative:  T.M.  Brown,  223  Ciudad 
Bldg.,  Oklah(xna  City,  Okla.  73112.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  radioactive 
waste,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the 
facilities  of  Arkansas  Power  &  Light  Co., 
at  or  near  Russellville,  Ark.,  to  the  facil¬ 
ities  of  Todd  Shipyard,  at  or  near  Gal¬ 
veston,  Tex,,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  undrelying  ETA  seeking  up 
to  90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  South  West  Nuclear 
Company,  7066-A  Commerce  Circle, 
Pleasanton,  Calif.  94566.  Send  protests 
to:  John  V.  Barry,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  600  Federal  Bldg.,  911 
Walnut  St.,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106.  The 
purpose  of  this  republication  is  to  correct 
the  territorial  description  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

No.  MC  111545  (Sub-No.  226TA)  filed 
October  4,  1976.  Applicant:  HOME 

TRANSPORTATION  (X)MPANY,  INC., 
1425  Franklin  Road,  S.E.,  P.O.  Box  6426, 
Station  A,  Marietta,  Ga.  30067.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  J.  Michael  May 
(same  adc^ess  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Crossarms,  from  East 
Point,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Maryland,  Michigan,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennslyvania, 
Virginia  and  West  Virginia,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Southern  Wood 
Piedmont  Company,  P.O.  Box  5447, 
Spartanburg,  S.C.  29301.  Send  protests 
to:  William  L.  Scroggs,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
1252  W.  Peachtree  St.,  N.W.,  Room  546, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30309. 

No.  MC  118431  (Sub-No.  22TA)  filed 
October  4,  1976.  Applicant:  DENVER 
SOUTHWEST  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
9799,  Little  Rock,  Ark.  72209.  Applicant’s 
representative:  David  R.  Parker,  2310 
Colorado  State  Bank  Bldg.,  Denver,  Colo. 
80202.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Tires  and 
tubes,  (1)  from  Akron,  Ohio,  to  Dubuque, 
Iowa;  (2)  from  Miami,  Okla.,  to  Birm- 
Ine^am,  Ala.;  Dallas,  Tex.;  and  Reno, 
Nev.;  (3)  from  Oaks,  Pa.,  to  Kansas  City, 
Kans.;  and  Reno,  Nev.;  (4)  from  Tus¬ 
caloosa,  Ala.,  to  ^nsalem.  Pa.;  Colum¬ 
bus  and  M^ina,  <%io;  Dallas,  Tex.; 
Kansas  City,  Kans.;  and  Reno,  Nev.; 
and  (5)  from  Woodbum,  Ind.,  to  Dallas, 
Tex.;  Kansas  Cfity,  Kans.;  and  Reno, 
Nev.  Restrictions:  (A)  Restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  and  destined  to 
facilities  utilized  by  B.  F.  Goodrich 
Company;  and  (B)  Restricted  to  traffic 
moving  imder  a  continuing  contract  with 
B.  F.  Goodrich  Company,  for  180  days. 
AppUcant  has  also  filed  an  imderl3dng 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  B.  F. 
Goodrich  Company,  500  S.  Main  St., 
Akron,  C^io  44318.  Send  protests  to: 
William  H.  Land,  Jr.,  District  Supervisor, 
3108  Federal  Office  Bldg..  700  West  Capi¬ 
tol,  Little  Rock.  Ailc.  72201. 


No.  MC  118831  (Sub-No.  140TA),  filed 
October  4,  1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT,  INCORPORATED.  P.O. 
Box  2608,  High  Point,  N.C.  27261.  AppU¬ 
cant ’s  representative:  Richard  E.  Shaw 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  oyer  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Dry  polyester  resin,  gran¬ 
ules,  or  pellets,  between  FayettviUe,  N.C., 
and  Lewistown,  Pa.,  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  Carodel 
Corporation,  P.O.  Box  630,  Fayetteville, 
N.C.  28302.  Send  protests  to:  Archie  W. 
Andrews,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  P.O.  Box  26896,  Raleigh,  N.C. 
27611. 

No.  MC  129394  (Sub-No.  3TA).  filed 
October  4,  1976.  Applicant:  RONALD 
HACKENBERGER,  doing  business  as 
RON’S  TRUCKING  SERVICE,  Route 
250,  North,  RPD  No.  3,  Norwalk,  Ohio 
44857.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rich¬ 
ard  H.  Brandon,  220  W.  Bridge  St.,  Box 
97,  Dublin,  Ohio  43017.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Coal,  in  dump  vehicles,  from  points 
in  Morgan,  Elliott  and  Carter  Counties, 
Ky.,  to  Huron,  Ohio,  imder  a  continuing 
contract  with  Huron  Lime  Company,  for 
180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  im- 
derlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Huron  Lime  Compwiny,  100  Meeker  St., 
Huron,  Ohio  44839.  Send  protests  to: 
Keith  D.  Warner,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  313  Federal  Office 
Bldg.,  234  Summit  St.,  Toledo,  Ohio 
43604. 

No.  MC  135861  (Sub-No.  12TA),  filed 
October  4,  1976.  Applicant:  LISA  MO¬ 
TOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  4550,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.  67106.  Aimlicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Billy  R.  Reid,  P.O.  Box  9093, 
Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76107.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products, 
meat  by-products  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  described 
in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Apiiendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  plantsite  of  Swift  Fresh  Meats 
Company,  at  or  near  Gering,  Nebr.,  to 
points  in  Massachusetts,  New  York,  New 
Jersey  and  Florida,  and  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  for  180  days.  Ai^licant  has  also  filed 
an  underlying  ETA  seeing  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Swift  Fresh  Meats  Company,  115 
West  Jackson  Blvd.,  Chicago,  HI.  60605. 
Send  protests  to:  H.  C.  Morrison,  Sr., 
Room  9A27  Federal  Bldg.,  819  Taylor  St., 
Port  Worth,  Tex.  76102. 

No.  MC  139577  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
October  4,  1976.  Applicant:  ADAMS 
TRANSIT,  INC.,  205  E.  Winnebago  St., 
Friesland,  Wis.  53935.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Delbert  De  Young,  P.O.  Box 


338,  Friesland,  Wis.  53935.  Authority 
sought  to  <H>erate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Metal  containers  and  con¬ 
tainer  parts,  from  the  plantsites  and 
warehouse  facilities  owned  or  leased  by 
the  Carnation  Company,  in  Wisconsin,  to 
Port  Dodge  and  Port  Madison,  Iowa,  for 
180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  im- 
derlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating.  Supporting  shipper:  Robert  H. 
Kessenich,  Manager,  Midwest  Motor  Op¬ 
erations,  Carnation  Company,  132  S. 
Concord  Road,  Oconomowoc,  Wis.  53066. 

No.  MC  141074  (Sub-No.  4TA),  filed 
October  1,  1976.  Applicant:  DONALD 
WHEATLEY,  doing  business  as  DONALD 
WHEATLEY  TRUCKING  COMPANY, 
P.O.  Box  447,  Sharptown,  Md.  21861.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Chester  A.  Zy- 
blut,  1030  15th  St.,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Lumber  and  untreated  piling,  from 
Sharptown,  Md.,  to  points  in  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Rhode  Island,  New  Hampshire, 
Vermont  and*Ohio,  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  J.  V.  Wells,  Co.,  for  180 
days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an  under¬ 
lying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  op¬ 
erating  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
J.  V.  Wells,  Co.,  P.O.  Box  526,  Sharptown, 
Md.  Send  protests  to:  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  12th  &  Constitution 
Ave.,  N.W.,  Room  1413,  W.  C.  Hersman, 
District  Supervisor,  Washington,  D.C. 
20423. 

No.  MC  142129  (Sub-No.  2TA),  filed 
September  30,  1976.  Applicant:  VALLEY 
PARCEL  SERVICE,  INC.,  500  South 
Teilman  Ave.,  Fl-esno,  Calif.  93726.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Rodney  Heintz 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Comm.ission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment) ,  between  Fresno  Airport  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  hi 
Fresno,  Kings,  Tulare,  Madera  and 
Merced  Counties,  Calif.,  restricted  to 
traffic  having  a  prior  or  subsequent  out  of 
state  movement  by  air,  for  180  days.  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shippers:  ’There  are 
approximately  9  statements  of  support 
attached  to  the  application,  which  may 
be  examined  at  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  in  Washington,  D.C.,  or  cop¬ 
ies  thereof  which  may  be  examined  at 
the  field  office  named  below.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Claud  W.  Reeves,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Suite  500,  211  Main,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco.  Calif.  94105. 

No.  MC  142443  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
September  27,  1976.  Applicant:  HOL- 
STON  BROTHERS,  INC.,  13711  TravUah 
Road,  Rockville,  Md.  20850.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Barry  Roberts,  888  17th 
St.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
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carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  iri'egular 
routes,  transporting:  Potting  soil,  top 
soil,  marble  chips,  limestone,  chemical 
fertilizers,  peat  moss  and  manure  (other¬ 
wise  exempt)  when  moving  in  the  same 
vehicle  as  the  above-named  commodities 
(except  in  bulk) ,  Potting  soil,  from  Sus¬ 
sex,  N,J.,  and  Montgomery  County,  Md.; 
Top  soil,  from  Montgomery  County,  Md., 
and  Toughkenamon,  Pa.;  Marble  chips 
and  limestone,  from  Newton,  N.J.,  CThem- 
ical  fertilizer,  from  Lancaster,  Pa.;  Ma¬ 
nure,  from  South  Charleston,  Ohio;  and 
Peat  moss,  from  Montgomery  County, 
Md.,  to  points  in  Maryland  and  Virginia, 
under  a  continuing  contract  with  Con¬ 
tinental  Peat  Co.,  and  Leafco,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shippers;  Continental 
Peat  Co.,  P.O.  Box  7368,  Toledo,  Ohio 
43615.  Leafco,  2707  Weisman  Road, 
Wheaton,  Md.  20902.  Send  protests  to: 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  12th 
and  Constitution  Ave.,  NW.,  Room  1413, 


^  NOTICES 

W.  C.  Hersman,  IMstrict  Supervisor, 
Washington,  D.C.  20423. 

No.  MC  142491TA,  filed  October  4, 
1976.  Applicant:  D  &  E  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  96,  Bellevue,  Nebr.  68005. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  J. 
Ogbom,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 
68501.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meat, 
meat  products  and  articles  distributed 
by  meat  packinghouses  (except  commo¬ 
dities  in  bulk) ,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from  the 
plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of  Lakin 
Meat  Processors,  at  or  near  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  to  points  in  Washington,  Oregon, 
California,  Nevada,  Arizona,  Colorado, 
Kansas,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  Missouri, 
Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Illinois,  Michigan, 
Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Mississippi,  Ala- 
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bama,  Ohio,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
New  Jersey,  West  Virginia,  Virginia, 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Georgia, 
Florida,  Maryland,  and  Delaware.  Re¬ 
strictions:  Restricted  to  traffic  originate 
ing  at  the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities 
of  Lakin  Meat  Processors,  at  or  near 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  imder  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  with  Lakin  Meat  Processors,  Inc., 
for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days 
of  operating  authority.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Edward  A.  Ginsberg,  General  Man¬ 
ager,  Lakin  Meat  Processors,  Inc.,  800 
Harney,  Omaha,  Nabr.  68102.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Carroll  Russell,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Suite  620,  110  North  14th  St.,  Omaha, 
Nebr.  68102. 

By  the  Commission. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-30161  Piled  10-13-76:8:46  am] 
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